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Communication from the Editors
Letter from the Editor
With the JlUle 2002 issue a new team has assumed
responsibility for publishing Documentary Editing. The transition from Arizona State University to Indiana University
Purdue University Indianapolis (IUPUI) has been made easy
by Beth Luey, the outgoing editor and president-elect of the
Association for Documentary Editing, and her editorial staff.
As is evident in the masthead the new institutional sponsor of Documentary Editing is the IUPUI School of Liberal
Arts, headed by Dean Herman]. Saatkamp Jr., a former
president of the ADE. The editorial team reflects some reor~
ganization of tasks and responsibilities. Besides the editor,
the managing editor,Johanna E. Resler, and the assistant editor, Kevin]. Martin, operate on the IUPUI campus. Mark A.
Mastromarino, the new book review editor, works out of
Virginia (see his letter below). I have invited editors in the
greater Indianapolis area (Jonathan R. Eller, Textual Editor,
Peirce Edition Project; Kristine W. Frost, Associate Editor,
Santayana Edition; Nathan Houser, Director, Peirce Edition
Project; Thomas A. Mason, Vice President for Publications,
Indiana Historical Society; John R. McKivigan, Frederick
Douglass Papers; and David]. Nordloh, Department of
English, Indiana University Bloomington) to serve on the
Editorial Advisory Board. Being able to draw freely and
informally on their extraordinary experience and advice
enables me to better handle daily affairs and direct more formal inquiries and calls for assistance to the Publications
Committee {Beverly Wilson Palmer, chair; James Karman;
Martha]. King; Catherine Kunce; Robert C. Leitz III;
Jennifer Shea; and Daniel W. Stowell}.
The transfer of operations from Phoenix to Indianapolis
has required only minor technical changes. The printer,
Metagraphix, remains the same. We use a different desktop
publishing program, however, to prepare the journal for
publication. Looking carefully at earlier issues to guide us,
we explored how we could make a comparable template in
QuarkXPress. Readability, simplicity, and cost-efficiency
have been important considerations in our choice of font,
point size, and layout. The focus remains on the text with a
deliberate desire to include illustrations that enhance the text
and enliven the overall design.
There is also little change in the arrangement of the regular features within each issue: the table of contents, masthead, and standard information about the publication and
organization appear on the inside of the front cover. The
reviews are of editions for an audience of mostly editors and
therefore they differ somewhat from typical reviews in other

scholarly journals {the ADE guidelines for reviewing editions
are reprinted below}. The bibliography, "Recent Editions,"
conforms to earlier formats, albeit with overall shorter
descriptions because that type of information is often readily
available on the web sites of the publishers. AnnolUlcements
are "fillers" for partial text columns and also printed on the
final regular page of the journal, and each issue of
Documentary Editing concludes with the list of ADE officers
and committees on the inside of the back cover.
In this issue the letters of the editor and book review editor precede the articles and reviews-an extraordinary feature
but in line with the newsletter-type component that has
always been a characteristic of Documentary Editing. The journal's articles (variable in length but traditionally about 3,000
words) continue to highlight interesting aspects of the editorial craft and intriguing incidents in the pursuit of editing. I
would also like to encourage articles that discuss broad
themes, like indexing or electronic publishing; issue-oriented
essays that deal with circumstances and developments with
effects on editing and editors; and contributions that draw
attention to examples of good practice and workable solutions.
In addition, I envision a new feature that is aimed primarily at students in programs and courses with a significant
professional editing component or specialization. I call on
seasoned editors to pass on suggestions for editing projects
that are suitable for students embarking on honors projects,
internships, and masters' theses.
Documentary Editing has always been a respected and useful professional journal. I plan to continue its traditions and
build upon the work that has gone before me. I strive to
broaden the focus in order to reflect the wide range of scholarly editing and editions and to attract a new generation of
editors advancing further on the path that the fOlUlding generation of the ADE has blazed for the profession. One aspect
of those efforts is to make Documentary Editing a more obviously scholarly journal-balancing reports and reflections on
the craft of editing with contributions that include theoretical
considerations, discussions about the intellectual and social
context in which editing takes place and exerts influence,
and the working environments in which editors practice and
train. Let me therefore urge AD E members to convey to me
any suggestions they have about articles for publication in
Documentary Editing and to bring to my attention pertinent
information about conferences, meetings, and papers. I particularly appreciate leads in fields that are far removed from
my own interests in early American history.
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Finally, I invite readers to serve as reviewers of articles
solicited for or submitted to Documentary Editing. The opportunity to publish one's work in a recognized and respected
peer-reviewed journal with primary focus on editing is particularly important for junior editors and editorial project
staff working under non-traditional and non-academic
arrangements. Please consider assisting in this vital activity.
Send me your name and area(s) of special expertise and
interest and, in the interest of time and cost efficiency, let me
know how best to communicate with you electronically.
Without help from AD E members and readers of this
journal I cannot succeed as editor of Documentary Editing. I
ask you for that support and look forward to hearing from
you. Please send your reactions, suggestions, and ideas to
mwokeck@iupui.edu (Marianne S. Wokeck, Department of
History, IUPUI, 425 University Blvd., Indianapolis, IN
46202-5140).

Letter from the Book Review Editor
As the new book review editor for Documentary Editing, I
welcome this opportunity to share some ideas about reviewing documentary editions and other scholarly works of interest to the journal's readers. As I consider a major strength of
the Association for Documentary Editing to be the diverse
nature of its members' interests and backgrounds, I intend
for future reviews to continue to reflect that diversity. The
subjects of the numerous editions published every year cover
every race, gender, class, creed, career, and political persuasion, and range from medieval times to the present-as documented by this journal's quarterly lists of recent editions.
These published primary sources have chiefly appeared as
letterpress (and microfilm) editions of the correspondence
and other private papers or official documents of people or
agencies; journals, diaries, and other autobiographical writings; and published works of poetry, fiction, and other historical and literary genres. As roughly a dozen or so reviews
can be published each year, only representative samples of
the hundreds of editions that annually appear in print (or on
other media) will be reviewed, and not necessarily the best,
or the worst, but, hopefully, those of some significance, such
as the fmal volume of an ongoing series. In addition, I hope
non-editions might also be reviewed-reference works and
other books touching upon the practice, theory, and history
of documentary and textual editing.
Reviews of editions should vary slightly from those of
scholarly monographs in that they should be (at least) equally
concerned with matters of form as of content. That is not to
say that the latter should be neglected, but summarized and
considered in its relationship to the crafts of documentary
and textual editing. Reviewers should consider the style,
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strategy, success, and significance of the edition under
review, and, ideally, their essays should illuminate the practices, problems, and philosophies of modern documentary
editing, as reflected by the particular volume or volumes. For
example, such aspects as the nature, medium, and intended
readership of the edition, the accuracy of its transcriptions,
the extent and usefulness of its annotation, the reasonableness of its document-selection criteria, and the clarity and
execution of its statement of editorial policies, as well as the
quality of any editorial apparatus, all deserve comment. Also
worth consideration is the kind of contribution the edition
makes to scholarship, or, conversely, the reasons it failed to
do justice to the materials it publishes. Finally, a reviewer
should ask (and attempt to answer) what impact, if any, the
publication should have on documentary editing or on the
particular field it covers.
I recommend that reviewers should keep in mind the
four general questions presented in the 1988 "Association for
Documentary Editing Guidelines for Reviewing Editions,"
which are reprinted below: 1. "Why was the edition published?" 2. "How was the edition created?" 3. "How well was
the edition fashioned?" And 4. "What will be the impact of
the edition?" The nineteen detailed inquiries appearing
under these general points can provide some structure to a
review of an edition, but only a reviewer's personal view and
unique combination of ideas, expertise, experiences, and creativity will make it enjoyable and informative reading.
Please consider contributing your time and talents to the
association, this journal, and the field by joining the pool of
potential reviewers. Send your qualifications and areas of
specialization to Mark A. Mastromarino, Book Review
Editor, Documentary Editing, 3696 Green Creek Road,
Schuyler, VA 22969, or mamastro@earthlink.net.
REPRINT

Joseph R. McElrath Jr., "The ADE Guidelines for
Reviewers of Editions," Documentary Editing 10 (4):
22-23 (December 1988).
During the business meeting of the 1986 ADE annual
convention at the University of Virginia, it was moved from
the floor that the Education Committee design guidelines for
reviewers of editions. The intent of the mandate was to aid
reviewers-in such a way that not only they, but editors and
those who use their products, might enjoy a clear specification of the essential aspects of a well-wrought edition. Thus
might the quality of public discussion regarding modern editions and editing per se be raised. The committee made
available a first draft at the 1987 convention; revisions
occurred this past year in light of the response that the draft

generated.
The principal problem proved one of insuring universal
applicability in such a set of guidelines, given the variant
concepts and terminology of different kinds of editions.
Another had to do with making the guidelines as succinct as
pOSSible; it was assumed that reviewers would be less likely
to use a lengthy document attempting intricate or subtle distinctions. The committee thus negotiated an introduction
suggesting how the questions to be posed by reviewers might
be modified to fit the major kinds of editions.
The ADE members who have contributed to the solution
of these problems over the past two years are: John M.
Bryan, Don L. Cook, Jesse S. Crisler, Kathleen W. Dorman,
Ann D. Gordon, Judith G. Haig, Jon Kukla, Joe McElrath
(chair), Gwen Nagel, C. James Taylor, Albert von Frank,
David L. Wilson, and Douglas E. Wilson. Jo Ann Boydston
and Herman]. Saatkamp Jr. kindly reviewed the fmal draft.
The ADE Council approved the guidelines at the 1988 convention.

ADE Guidelines for Reviewing Editions
Reviewing an edition is often an exacting task. The complexities with which the editor dealt may have required elaborate explanation, sometimes involving not only notes but
tables devoted to textual particulars. Measuring the accuracy
and overall worth of the text(s) presented inevitably depends
upon the quality of these explanations and the documentation-as well as upon the reviewer's own familiarity with the
material and willingness to test particulars of fact and interpretation. If the edition contains explanatory glosses and is
indexed, the reviewer encounters yet other matters to consider.
In accepting such an assignment from a journal, one performs a crucial service for the profession. The reviewer has
the opportunity to assess newly recovered or reconstructed
texts, whose specifics will determine both the kind and quality of interpretive studies based upon them. By expecting
quality work from scholarly editors, the reviewer may aid in
the establishment of standards for editions within particular
fields or help to maintain them. Moreover, for the reader
unfamiliar with the conventions employed by modem editors, the review can serve an educative function, clarifying
the use for which the edition was designed. In many ways,
then, the reviewer bridges the gap between· textual scholars
and specialists in other areas.
The Association for Documentary Editing has compiled
these guidelines as aids to consideration of the nature and
utility of editions. As they are phrased, the questions may not
immediately apply to every conceivable kind. For example,
the singular form, "text," is employed here; the term is used

in its generic sense to denote all manner of documents
including letters, drawings, records, and essays. The questions should therefore be modified to apply to collections of
documents as well as to extended single works such as novels and autobiographies. The several questions having to do
with editorial emendation will normally not apply to editions
whose announced purpose is literal transcription or accurate
photo-reproduction. But the other questions will, since such
editions are likewise measured qualitatively, in terms of how
intelligently the text was presented and how usefully ancillary information was made available. Whatever the field or
the type of edition, the same basic expectations apply: the
editorial method should be immediately apparent and the
rationale for it as clear; accuracy in both the text and descriptions of its particulars should be found; and how the edition
can be easily utilized in all of its parts should be straightforwardly explained.

Why Was the Edition Published?
1. What textual, critical, biographical, and historical factors
make this edition necessary?
2. If this text is being made available for the first time, what
circumstances prevented its earlier publication?
3. If this text is being republished, what made evident this
need?
4. Does this text supersede that of a "standard edition," or
does it complement an edition or editions by providing new
data?

How Was the Edition Created?
1. Were all of the pertinent documents considered by the editor? Does the edition specify the parameters of the search for
such documents?
2. Is this edition characterized by accurate transcription?
3. If emendations occur, is that fact clearly stated, and is the
rationale for all changes made in the base-text fully
explained?
4. Does the editor list all of the emendations made in this
text? If not, is there an adequate summary of the classes of
emendations?
5. If the editor had a choice among base-texts, was the one
selected the most appropriate? Is there an explanation of
why the other forms were not employed?
6. If abridgment occurs or if this edition offers selections, is
the rationale employed stated and judiciously followed?

How Well Was the Edition Fashioned?
1. Does the organization of this edition facilitate its use?
2. Does the introduction place this text in the context of its
historical situation, especially in regard to the intentions that
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gave rise to it and the nature of its initial leadership ?
3. Is the history of this text's transmission made clear? Is the
relationship of this edition to that history clear?
4. If tables of textual data are offered, are they both useful
and readily usable?
5. If there are explanatory notes, are they adequate and
appropriate? Do they comprise statements more appropriate
for an interpretive study?
6. Is this edition indexed? How usefully and accurately? If
not indexed, should it have been?

What Will Be the Impact of the Edition?
1. Does the availability of this edition alter the field for future
scholars and general readers? In what way?
2. If this edition is judged to be of poor quality, is there need
for a better edition immediately, or is there a better prior edition?
3. Does this edition employ techniques that other editors
might usefully adopt?

Special Opportunity for ADE Members
John Hopkins University Press and AltaMira Press are offering a 20% discount on books of interest to ADE members.
Those wishing to purchase MaryJo Kline's Guide to
Documentary Editing from John Hopkins Press at a cost of
$22.36 plus shipping charges at $5 should call 800-537-5487
(or web site jhupbooks.com) and use the code PMA when
placing their orders.
Those wishing to purchase either Michael Stevens's Editing
Historical Documents for $19.96 or Beth Luey's Editing
Documents and Texts for $15.96 from AltaMira Press should call
800-462-6420 (or web site altamirapress.com) and use the
code BFlADED when placing their orders. U.S. shipping
charges are $4 for the first book and $1 for each book thereafter.

Associate Editor
The Papers of Thomas Jefferson
Sponsored by the ThomasJefferson Foundation (Monticello)
in cooperation with the University of Virginia, The Papers of
ThomasJefferson: Retirement Series constitutes a major documentary editing project in American history and complements the existing project based at Princeton University.
Under the supervision of the editor the associate editor will
work on the preparation of volumes from the end of
Jefferson's second term as President (March 1809) until his
death in 1826.

SEDIT-L is a free, unmoderated email list for members of the ADE and others interested in scholarly editing. The host is the University of Maryland; the list
manager is Steven F. Miller, sm37@umail.umd.edu.
The easiest way to subscribe to the list or manage your subscription is over the web. Log on to http://www.listserv.umd.edu/archives/sedit-l.html, choose "Join or
leave the list," and follow the instructions. Subsribers
can post to the list or read archived postings on the
same web site. Subscriptions can also be processed by
email. Send a message to listserv@listserv.umd.edu.
Leave the subject line blank and type sedit-l [subscriber's full name] in the message body (omitting the
quote marks and brackets). When you subscribe, you
will receive a welcome email with more information
about the list and your subscribtion.
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Required: MAlPhD or eqivalent scholarly and educational
achievement, experience in documentary editing or related
fields, proficiency in word processing, and familiarity with
early nineteenth-century American history. Experience with
desktop publishing, databases, and scholarly indexing highly
desirable. Applicants are encouraged to submit cover letter,
curriculum vitae or resume, and the names of three references. Please mail application materials to: ThomasJefferson
Foundation, ATTN: Anne Londeree, Post Office 316,
Charlottesville, VA 22902. Or email in MS Word format to
resumes@monticello.org, or fax to 434-977-7757. EOE.

Sir William Berkeley's Discourse and View of
Virginia: A Note on Its Authorship
Warren M. Billings

s

rus fruits-as substitutes for tobacco, and he pushed his fellow
ir William Berkeley (1605-1677), long-time goverVirginians
to emulate him. Likewise, he sought the backing
nor of Virginia is known to history mainly for his
of the crown, and at the behest of the General Assembly, he
part in Bacon's Rebellion, an episode that forever
returned to England in 1661 to
stained an otherwise noteworthy
lobby for his schemes. While in
reputation. Of a West Country
London, he wrote A Discourse
family, he took degrees at the
and Vtew of Vtrginia, which is
University of Oxford before
one of his few surviving printed
making a tour of the Continent
works. 2
and finding a place at the court
The Discourse is an elegantly
of Charles 1. He remained a
crafted brief. It distills ideas that
courtier until lack of advanceBerkeley derived from a lifement led him to seek a fresh start
time of study as well as from his
somewhere else, and he used his
practical experience of agriculconnections to win appointment
Map of Virginia, 1624
tural experimentation at Green
as governor of Virginia in 1641.
library of Congress Geography and Map Division, Washington, D.C.
Spring. Cast in a rhetorical tone
Save for the eight years of the
Interregnum (1652-1660), he was Virginia's leading politireminiscent of his play-writing days at court during the
1630s, he aimed the Discourse at Charles II and his advisers.
cian and planter throughout the three decades he lived in the
He expected them to accept his theories and to sanction his
colony. Foremost among his landholdings was Green Spring
schemes for transforming the colony's economy. The pamplantation, the site of his private residence. Eventually he
phlet achieved its desired effect, at least to the extent that the
turned the house into the largest of early Anglo-American
crown paid lip service to his arguments when it prepared
stately mansions, whereas he used the acreage to conduct
Berkeley's instructions of 12 September 1662. Accordingly,
numerous agricultural trials as he searched for marketable
the document stands as one of the governor's significant polsubstitutes for tobacco. Twice married, his second wife was
iey statements.3
the redoubtable Frances Culpeper Stephens Berkeley
Although Berkeley drafted the Discourse in England, the
(1635-1695?), who dominated his last years as governor.
assignment of an exact date for when he composed it presDisagreements between the aging Berkeley and Nathaniel
ents a small riddle. As is true of other conundrums that crop
Bacon, his cousin by marriage, over Indian policy ripened
up among Berkeley'S extant papers, a solution to this particinto Bacon's Rebellion in 1676, which ruined him politically.
ular puzzle is hampered by severely limited evidence. This
He returned to England in 1677 to defend himself and died
much seems indisputable, however. Two queries from the
in disgrace far from the place he called home. More
Council for Foreign Plantations, an advisory panel to the
Virginian than cavalier, his like as governor would not be
king that included Sir William, inspired the governor to take
seen in the Old Dominion ever again.!
A gifted man, deeply inclined to the betterment of his
up his pen in support of his cause:'
The first interrogatory took form in a circular letter of
adopted homeland, Berkeley devoted much of his life there
enquiry, which the council posted to all colonial governorsto diversifying its economy. He successfully produced varigeneral on 18 February 1660/61. Berkeley'S copy sought speous exotic staples-silk, potash, wine, rice, flax, dye stuffs, citcific information about Virginia that might aid the council in
Warren M. Billings is Distinguished Professor and
formulating colonial policies. It reached Berkeley that June,
Chairman of History at the University of New Orleans and edijust as he was about to sail for England, and it went unantor of The Papers of Sir William Berkeley, 7605-7677, which is in
swered. He received a second quizzing shortly after his
press at the Library of Virginia. He is nearing completion of a
arrival in London. On 5 August 1661, he attended his first
full-length biography of the governor.
meeting of the Council for Foreign Plantations. Much of the
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day's session concerned Virginia, with the result that his colleagues asked him "to bring in to [them] on this day fortnight
in writing [an] Accompt of Virginia ... in relation to the severall Paragraphs" of the February letter.5
There is no record that Berkeley presented such an
"Accompt" when the council reconvened on the nineteenth
of August. Minutes from subsequent meetings are also silent,
which eliminated those proceedings as a potential source of
clues. Berkeley's remaining correspondence also proves useless because it contains neither letters nor ancillary papers
that might furnish telltale hints. His drafts of the Discourse are
gone too, as is his fmished holographic version. All of which
means that determining a probable time of authorship must
derive solely from the three extant witnesses to the Discoursea seventeenth-century manuscript, a seventeenth-century
printing, and a twentieth-century facsimile.
As for the manuscript, it belongs to the British Library
and now resides among the Egerton collection of papers that
relate to the colonies. 6 Significantly, Thomas Povey once
owned those documents. Povey (fl. 1650s-1670s), like
Berkeley, was a member of the Council for Foreign
Plantations as well as a prime advocate of the crown's evolving commercial system. He served the parliamentary regime
in a variety of capacities during the Interregnum before he
became treasurer for the household of James, duke of York,
in 1660. Highly regarded as an authority on colonial matters,
he had a hand in the creation of the navigation system. One
of his daughters later married Giles Bland, who became an
enemy of Berkeley's and a leader in Bacon's Rebellion. 7
That Povey possessed the manuscript establishes it as
being contemporaneous to the period when Berkeley was in
England. Its physical characteristics are also instructive.
Done in a graceful scribal hand, the text is written on eleven
leaves of substantial, high quality white paper. Margins ruled
in red ink bound the wording. Sitting above the text on leaf
1 is the title, in large letters, which reads "A DISCOURSE/
And View of.! Virginia." The majuscules ''A" and "0" are
generously decorated with oval swirls and other ornamental
flourishes. A similar treatment is accorded the "B" in the
word "Before" of the opening sentence and the "F" in
"Finis." on the finalleaf. 8
Overall, the look of the entire manuscript is that of a careful, superior workmanship. That attribute suggests three possibilities. Berkeley had the manuscript prepared as a record
copy for the Council for Foreign Plantations, he intended it
as a souvenir for Povey, or it was the source text for the
printed pamphlet.
Witnesses to that printing are exceedingly rare. Only
seven have been located. Two are in England, at the British
Library and the Library of Christ Church College, Oxford,
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while Trinity College Library in Dublin holds another. The
remaining four are in the United States. One belongs to the
John Work Garrett Collection in the Milton S. Eisenhower
Library at the Johns Hopkins University, another is at
Princeton University, the Huntington Library owns the third,
and the Virginia Historical Society holds the fourth. Small
quartos, all seven are encased in bindings that date later than
the seventeenth century. Each pamphlet is printed on half a
dozen leaves of paper, for a total of twelve pages of text. The
title sits just beneath the page number "(1)." and says "AI
DISCOURSE/ And View off VIRGINIA.," and it is set in
large type. A factotum circumscribes the "B" in "Before" in
the opening sentence. It is ornamented with a combination
of fleur-de-lis, thistles, and flemish scrolls. There are no publication data nor any attributions as to author or printer. 9
Marginal notes on the manuscript and two of the pamphlets, those at the British Library and the Garrett
Collection, establish early 1662 as the probable time of printing. Written across the upper left comer of the first leaf of the
manuscript is the statement, "Treatise of Sr. Wm. Berkley in
Print 1662." A notation "By the famous Sir William Berckley
1662" appears under the word "VIRGINIA" on page 1 of
the British Library printed witness. The identity of the
authors of those remarks and the time of their writing are not
known. That uncertainty raises questions about the authenticity of the messages. However, their validity gains credence
from an inscription on the Garrett Collection copy, which
states, "Given me by Sr. Wm. Berkeley Gov [of] Virginia
Febr.5. 1661 [i.e., 1662]. Anglesey."IO
''Anglesey" was Arthur Annesley (1614-1686), 1st earl of
Anglesey, a member of both the Privy Council and the
Council for Foreign Plantations. His signature and his
inscription in one of the pamphlets establishes for a certainty
that the Discourse existed in print no later than 5 February
1661/62. Anglesey's written testimony is significant for
another reason. It argues that Berkeley directed the Discourse
at a limited readership. His audience consisted of the architects of Stuart colonial policy, the councilors for foreign plantations, the councilors for trade, the privy councilors and the
king, not the literate British public at large. That being so, the
conclusion that Berkeley ordered just enough copies, plus a
few extras, to distribute to those individuals and a few others
seems self-evident.
Collectively these data are insufficient to relate the
moment of Berkeley's authorship to a precise month, let alone
a specific week or day. Nevertheless, they mark the outer
boundaries of when Sir William most likely committed his
arguments to paper and brought them to print. Accordingly,
he composed the Discourse after 19 August 1661, and he gave a
handwritten version to a printer before 5 February 1661/62.

The question arises as to whether the Povey manuscript
was the printer's source text. Although the evidence is far
from overwhelming, the possibility cannot be dismissed
entirely out of hand. For one thing, the marginal notation on
leaf 1, "Treatise of Sr. Wm. Berkley in Print 1662" is in a midseventeenth-century hand, which points to the manuscript's
likely precedence over the printed pamphlet. For another, a
comparison of the printer's adornments of the title and the
words "Before" and "Finis" with their manuscript counterparts is suggestive. The printer's ornamentation appears to
represent an attempt at replicating the scribe's embellishments. Then there are the results of a comparison between
the orthography, capitalization, and punctuation in the two
versions. Certain disparities are immediately evident, and
they could argue against equating the two witnesses. For
example, the scribe wrote "Maryland," but the printer set
"Mariland." The scribe also capitalized words that the printer
put in lower case, and vice versa. Sometimes the printer
added commas, just as he invariably replaced the scribe's terminal colons with periods. He also italicized place and
proper names, and he indented paragraphs. Significantly,
though, these variations are entirely cosmetic. There is not a
single instance where the printer's alterations changed either
Berkeley's choice of words, word order, sentence structure,
paragraphing, content, or meaning. Thus, the differences
may be explained by saying that the printer modified the
scribe's usages to accord with his own predilections in typesetting. In a word, then, these data lead to a circumstantial
link between the Povey text and the printed pamphlet.
Narrowing the time of Berkeley's composition as being
anterior to February 1662 calls into question the reliability of
information contained in the twentieth-century facsimile.
That reproduction was edited by Thomas R. Stewart and
published in 1914 by William H. Smith, Jr. ll of Norwalk,
Connecticut. Bound in gray paper, it has a black-bordered
title label pasted on the front board. Stewart wrote a fourpage foreword as an accompaniment to Berkeley's text,
which he replicated from Henry E. Huntington's original.
Although the slim volume had a press run of only 250
copies, it immediately became the most numerous, and thus
the most accessible, version of the Discourse. It is now a rarity
in its own right. 12
Stewart's editorial paraphernalia contain several prominent inaccuracies. The first of these occurs on the flyleaf
where Stewart noted that "of the original of this Rare Tract,
but TWO copies are known. One reposes in the British
Museum, and the other is in a private library. This latter
copy was purchased at pubic auction in March 1913, for
$5,100." In and of itself, that mistake is important because of
what it says about Stewart's obvious failure to search out the

other survivors. The bibliographer Donald W. Wing first
drew attention to that error half a century ago in the course
of compiling the Short-Title Catalogue of Books Printed in

England, Scotland, Ireland, Wales, and British North America and
English Books Printed in Other Countries, 1641-1700 (New York:
The Index Society, 1945-51), though his warning went
unheeded by early American scholars. 13
Stewart used much of the foreword to place the Discourse
in what he believed was its proper historical context. He suggested Berkeley "must have" written the Discourse while he
was in England arguing against the imposition of the
Navigation Acts. His main concern, however, lay in linking
the Discourse and Berkeley to Bacon's Rebellion and to the
colonists' "desire for self expression, the hardly articulate
desire for liberty and freedom, from which a century later,
issued the Declaration of Independence." That reading
merely echoed stock interpretations of Berkeley that were
current in 1914, which again reveals Stewart as not very venturesome or imaginative. 14 A more jarring mistake was
Stewart's inclusion of a title page. The two witnesses known
to Stewart lacked such an adornment. Moreover, the title was
erroneously worded to read "AI Discoursel And View ofl
VIRGINIAI By. SIR WILUAM BERKELEYI (Governor
ofVirginia)1 LONDON/1663." There is no ready explanation for any of these inventions, except to say that Stewart
possessed an unusually creative turn of mind. Unfortunately
no one challenged him in the past, and so his conclusions
gained credence as the standard bibliographic interpretation
of why and when Berkeley wrote the Discourse. Stewart's
judgments were clearly misplaced. Henceforth, in light of
findings presented in this essay, they should be disregarded.
They were never credible.

1. A more detailed sketch of Berkeley's life and career is Warren
M. Billings, "Sir William Berkeley" in Dictionary of Virginia
Biography, eds., John T. Kneebone, J. Jefferson Looney, Brent
Tarter, and Sandra Gioia Treadway (Richmond: Library of
Virginia, 1998), 1:454-58.
2. The governor's efforts at refashioning the economy of the Old
Dominion are set forth in Warren M. Billings, "Sir William
Berkeley and the Diversification of the Virginia Economy,"
Virginia Magazine ofHistory and Biography 104 (1996): 433-55.
3. The instructions are in Colonial Office Papers, Series 5, volume 1354, fols. 270-78, Public Record Office, Kew, Richmond,
Surrey, United Kingdom.
4. Circular letter from the Council for Foreign Plantations, 17
February 1660/61, C.O. 1/14, PRO; commission from Charles II,
12 December 1660, C.O. 1114, PRO; Charles M. Andrews,
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British Committees, Commissions, and Councils of Trade and
Plantations, 7622-7675, The Johns Hopkins University Studies in
Historical and Political Sciences, ser. 26 (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins
University Press, 1908), 61-69.
5. Minutes of the Council for Foreign Plantations, 5 August 1661,
C.O. 1/14, PRO.
6. The manuscript is in Egerton 2395.
7. Warren M. Billings, "Giles Bland," in Dictionary of Virginia
Biography, ed. Kneebone, et al., 2:7.
8. This description arises from notes I took when I examined the
manuscript at the British Library in December 1989. Those
notes are in the Berkeley Papers Project archive, which will be
deposited at the Library of Virginia once the papers and the
biography are in print A photographic reproduction of the
manuscript may be found on Virginia Colonial Records Project
Microfilm Reel *545 (Library of Virginia, Richmond).
9. I inspected the British Library witness in December 1989 and
made a series of notes about its physical appearance. Among
other things, I observed that it had been rebound in 1948.
Thereafter I used Donald W. Wing, comp., Short-Title Catalogue
of Books Printed in England, Scotland, Ireland, "Wales, and British
North America and English Books Printed in Other Countries,
7647-7700 (New York: The Index Society, 1945-51), 1:152, to
locate four of the six others. Then I corresponded with the rare
book librarians at the owning repostiries, all of whom sent me de-

tailed information on their examples, including xeroxes of the
first pages of each. In the course of these exchanges, I became
aware of the existence of the Garrett Collection witness, and I
received the same information about it from Judith GardnerFlynt, the Garrett Librarian. My notes relative to this search, and
the pertinent correspondence, are also in the Berkeley Papers
Project archive. The Virginia Historical Society acquired its
copy some years ago, and I looked at it on one of my trips to
Richmond, but it had no identifying marks on it
1O.Judith Gardner-Flint to Warren M. Billings, 3 and 14 August
1990, Berkeley Papers Project archive.
11. Smith (d. 1943) was a rare books expert and dealer who
owned a shop in Norwalk from 1907 to 1921, when he removed
to New York City and joined Anderson Galleries (Norwalk Hour,
29 November 1943, 1O). I am indebted to Robert Feikema
Karachuk for his assistance in tracking down these details.
12. The facts of publication, and subsequent citations, derive
from my copy of the Stewart facsimile. On the source text for
the facsimile see Thomas V. Lange to Warren M. Billings, 24
August 1993, Berkeley Papers Project archive.
13. Stewart, ed., Discourse, leaf 3; Wing, comp., Short-Title
Catalogue, 1:152.
14. Stewart, ed., Discourse, Foreword; Thomas Jefferson
Wertenbaker, Virginia Under the Stuarts, 7607-7688 (Princeton,
NJ.: Princeton University Press, 1914), 115-16.

Autograph letter Signed
Abraham Lincoln toJM. Brockman
25 September 1860
Image courtesy of the Hemy Horner Uncoln
Colledion, IIIinoi<I State Historical Library,
Springfield, IIIinois
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A Note on the Text of
Lincoln's Second Inaugural
Douglas L. Wilson

.Jl

braham Lincoln's Second Inaugural Address is
same. Far and away the most common text offered is that
perhaps as familiar and frequently read as any text
taken from a congressional publication, Inaugural Addresses of
in American English. Engraved in stone on the
the Presidents of the United States: from George Washington to
North wall of the Lincoln Memorial in 701 words, it is a text
George W. Bush.2 Unfortunately, this text proves to be a clasthat many of Lincoln's countrymen can recite from memory
sic example of the kind of editorial treatment that inadverand has often been called
tently undermines the
p-------~----~~his "greatest speech."l For
author. One of the most
the other leading candiadmired features of
date for that honor, the
Lincoln's address is the
Gettysburg Address, there
second paragraph's conare five known copies in
clusion,
where
he
Lincoln's
handwriting,
attempts to characterize
none of which is exactly
the outbreak of the Civil
the same. It is said to be a
War in spite of the desire
day
in
the
restful
on both sides to avoid it.
Manuscript Division of the
By way of emphasizing
Library of Congress when
the war's inexorable
no one turns up bearing
onset without assigning
one of the many facsimiles
blame, Lincoln ends this
and claiming to have dissection of his address
covered another original.
with a stark, four-word
But there is nothing
sentence: "And the war
President Lincoln delivers Second Inaugural Address, 4 March 1865
remotely like this in the
came." The silence creArchitect of the Capitol, LC-USA7-16837
case of the Second
ated before this quietly
Inaugural, nor has there ever been any serious controversy
foreboding sentence, and therefore the full stop that creates
about its text.
it, would seem obvious ingredients in the success of Lincoln's
As one might expect, it is a text that is readily available
rhetorical strategy. Nonetheless, in the text reprinted in the
on the World Wide Web, having been posted by scores of
government-sponsored publication named above and replipatriotic and educational organizations. It would be more
cated across the internet, Lincoln's strategic choice of senaccurate, however, to say that texts of the Second Inaugural
tence structure has been editorially "corrected" by making
are readily available on the web, for they are not all the
this sentence part of the previous one, thus blunting the
rhetorical effect that Lincoln had carefully created} If any
Douglas L. Wilson is George A. Lawrence Distinguished
argument were needed for documentary editing's imporService Professor Emeritus of English at Knox College in
tance, not only to scholarship but to the general reading pubGalesburg, Illinois, where he serves as codirector of the
lic, one need look no further.
Lincoln Studies Center. His books and editorial work include:
Lincoln's first serious editors were his secretaries and
Honor's Voice: The Transformation of Abraham Lincoln;
biographers,John G. Nicolay andJohn Hay, who compiled
Lincoln Before Washington: New Perspectives on the Illinois
the initial attempt at a complete edition of Lincoln's works in
Years; jefferson's Literary Commonplace Book, The Papers of
1894, an edition they expanded and reissued in 1905. It was
Thomasjefferson, 2nd Series. He is currently a member of the
undoubtedly their version of the Second Inaugural that
executive committee of The Presidential Papers of Abraham
served as the basis of the highly stylized text on the wall of
Lincoln Online and chair of its editorial board.
the Lincoln Memorial, dedicated in 1922.4 The source text
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Figure 1

for Nicolay and Hay's own rendering of the Second
Inaugural, however, was never specified and remains somewhat unclear. 5 But in the work that replaced Nicolay and
Hay's as the standard edition, The Collected ftQrks ofAbraham
Lincoln (1953), Roy P. Basler and his associates based their
text on a document of undeniable authority, Lincoln's handwritten manuscript 6
Lincoln gave his only known manuscript to Hay and
inscribed it "Original manuscript of second Inaugeral presented to Major John Hay," although "original" must be
understood with some latitude. Presented to the Library of
Congress in 1916 by Hay's family, the manuscript proves
upon close examination to be a fair copy, rather than a composition draft, with only a few revisions. Numerous differences in accidentals-punctuation, capitalization, italicization,
and spelling-make it unlikely that this manuscript was the
source for Nicolay and Hay's text. But even if it was, using
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the only known manuscript afforded the Basler team a
means of recovering an authentic Lincolnian text that was
unencumbered by well-intentioned editorial corrections and
improvements.
Since its appearance in the Collected ftQrks in 1953, this
has been the text of the Second Inaugural cited by scholars,
but it turns out not to be the only text that bears authority. In
preparation for the lOOth anniversary of the Second
Inaugural in 1965, David C. Mearns and lloyd A. Dunlap,
both experienced Lincoln scholars working at the Library of
Congress, uncovered clear evidence that Lincoln had caused
his speech to be printed in advance and that newspapers had
been provided copies of this printed text. They found in
Nicolay'S papers a request from a Washington newspaper
editor, Thomas B. florence, who wrote on White House stationery: "I called to enquire how the Constitutional Union
can obtain for publication copies of the Inaugural of the
President of the U. S. to be delivered to-morrow. Be good
enough to include that paper with those who may be favored
by the distribution if any such purpose is contemplated."7
The next day, only a few hours after its delivery at the
Capitol, the text of Lincoln's address appeared in the
Constitutional Union with the note: "We are deeply indebted
to Hon. J. C. Nicolay, the polite Secretary of the President,
for his gentlemanly courtesy in promptly furnishing us with
early copies of the Inaugural Address."8
Mearns and Dunlap noted that the text printed in this
newspaper perfectly matched that of an "extremely rare"
three-page leaflet titled "Inaugural Address. March 4, 1865"9
(see Fig. 1). This makes it reasonably certain that the leaflet
was produced in very small numbers to serve primarily as a
press handout. While there are no verbal differences
between the corrected manuscript and the three-page leaflet,
there are a great many other differences-nearly thirty by my
count-in punctuation, spelling, capitalization, and hyphenation.
But such differences are not unexpected. Lincoln certainly depended on his printer-an Indiana politician named
John Defrees-to correct his spelling, and he probably tended
to defer to him in other matters, such as capitalization,
hyphenation, and punctuation. Defrees reported to Lincoln's
biographers on some of his disputes with the president over
the form of his state papers. "He used too many commas,"
Defrees told Josiah Holland, "and I had frequently to labor
with him to reduce the number. At other times he would tell
me that he would furnish the words-and I might put the periods to suit."lO
Here, then, is a textbook example of the "socialization" of
texts, the process whereby others besides the author are
accorded some role in producing printed texts. Professional

and the lines of type in the galley
proof precisely match those of the
leaflet, convincingly linking them
as coming from the same setting of
type (see Figs. 1 and 2). Moreover,
the manuscript's original wording
(before its two strikeouts) appears
in the galley proof, which tells us
conclusively that the galleys were
set from the manuscript. l1
The galley proof in question is
part of a document that Basler and
his associates do not refer to and
may not have been aware of. It
was given to the Library of
Congress along with the manuscript of the Second Inaugural by
John Hay's family and therefore
was for many years housed with
the Hay Papers. Unlike the manuscript, which is included in the
i(W~:tW· .:,,::
1960 microfilm edition of
w'u< ,;a;,; .1l the
bY" th" ~..,..: :::"
Lincoln's
papers, this document
dfftl "wi !iily Y"""' d' ""~k,.j IMI ~ . . . . . '
, limit ~~ctF .1rop '>I' Mood dftIwu with tJ...~,.w, j,.:, "
seems never to have been offil"'iJ by MMJIct .1.'11>"'' w,th the """. . . . _ _ ~.'
cially designated as part of the
~ y"",. ""'" "" .till Jt "'~"k b;r".W,)i.'M\__to"'tht'L<"'I_>,."e_,~,~.~ ,
Lincoln collection and is, and
WlIb """""" wwfftl !"""" wi'h~' i:i'...ul"')lIjiIIIi";':
probably always has been, diffiiit~ th~ ri;kt" M
cult to identify and locate. 12 The
"" ottj• ., "" te '"'Adh"
tI,4. ~ ... ~tIoe.
Hay family may be the source of
it"
,
Nclllw>' j",rty ex~ fur
the
suggestion, repeated by
..ii"'W'II<>4...... 'ba d.i~;>,liW> Jt _ ~
Mearns and Dunlap, that this document served as "the reading
copy" of the address that Lincoln
employed
at the inauguration cerFigure 2
emony. As Mearns and Dunlap
editors will be quick to see another telling implication that
observed, the galley proofs had been "carefully clipped and
rarely registers with others. If this three-page press handout
pasted on a large sheet of cardboard in a careful arrangement
of the Second Inaugural was actually set from Lincoln's manto indicate pauses for breathing and emphasis."13 This
uscript and corrected by him, then it, too, has considerable
roughly accords with the contemporary description of the
authority. Nicolay and Hay probably used this version of the
journalist and Lincoln confidant, Noah Brooks, that
Second Inaugural as the basis of their text, and insofar as the
Lincoln's reading copy was "printed in two broad columns
form of the printed text can be said to have superseded that
upon a half-sheet of foolscap,"}.! and it seems a plausible
of the manuscript, it has arguably more authority and a
explanation for the form and condition in which the docugreater claim to be the fmal text than the manuscript itself.
ment survives. Certainly, it is hard to imagine who else
So it would seem, but was it so set?
besides Lincoln would have had both reason and opportuIn short, it was. That the three-page printing was set from
nity to so clip, arrange, and mark changes on these galley
Lincoln's manuscript is abundantly clear from the evidence
proofs, or what other purpose this particular document could
of yet a third document with considerable authority of its
possibly have served.
own, a galley proof of the three-page leaflet with changes that
If we accept this cut-and-paste document as Lincoln's
appear to be in Lincoln's hand (see Fig. 2). Both the typeface
reading copy, which I am prepared to do, it has much to
>
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teach us. For one thing, it exhibits the printed text in an
uncorrected state, so that comparing the manuscript with the
galley proof makes it possible to gauge the changes in
Lincoln's text that were initiated by the printer. In the same
way, comparing the galley proof with the final printing of the
three-page handout enables us to gauge the extent to which
Lincoln accepted or rejected the printer's proposed changes
to a text intended for the press and public. 15 As suggested
earlier, it should come as no surprise that Lincoln accepted a
majority of the printer's changes, all of which, of course, were
non-verbal. Of equal interest in assessing the impact of the
printer on the finished form of Lincoln's writings is the number of proposed changes Lincoln rejected. True to what the
printer told Lincoln's biographers, he eliminated fourteen of
Lincoln's commas from the manuscript text. Of these proposed purges, Lincoln accepted eleven for the text of the
three-page press handout. It is revealing, however, that in
preparing the set of proofs he retained as copy from which to
read, he restored six of these commas and added another
six.1 6
The most significant implication of accepting the pasteup of the galley proofs as Lincoln's reading copy is, without
doubt, the standing this gives to its text. In incorporating
changes not present in earlier versions, and in being the text
from which Lincoln actually delivered his address, the reading copy arguably supersedes all others as Lincoln's fmal text
of the Second Inaugural Address. 17 Its words, one should be
clear, are the same as those of the corrected manuscript and
the three-page press handout, but the differences, while all
matters of spelling and punctuation, are nonetheless numerous and real.1 8
Since all three of the texts discussed here are authoritative, the question naturally arises, which one should be cited?
Documentary editors, particularly when working in the spacious realms of cyberspace, can easily avoid this problem by
presenting the texts of all three documents. Nor is this a serious problem for most other scholars, who are used to confronting a range of textual choices and citing the text that
best suits their purposes. But students, non-specialists, and
ordinary readers, to say nothing of anthologists, require sm
authoritative text. For Lincoln's Second Inaugural, one of the
most important documents in American history, it seems
remarkable that the text of choice in the future will likely be
one that has thus far never previously appeared in Lincoln's
published works-the one he fashioned out of galley proofs
and read from on 4 March 1865. 19
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1. See, for example, Garry Wills's essay, "Lincoln's Greatest
Speech?" in The Atlantic Monthly (September 1999),60-70; and
Ronald C. WhiteJr.'s Lincoln's Greatest Speech (New York: Simon
& Schuster, 2002).
2. Washington, D.C.: U.S. G.P.O., 1989. Senate document
(United States. Congress. Senate), 101-10. This is the
"Bicentennial edition" of a title that has been updated several
times.
3. This text can be traced to an earlier, more comprehensive
governmental publication, Messages and Papers of the Presidents
(1898), ed.James D. Richardson.
4. Besides the obvious departure-the designer's decision to capitalize all the letters and eliminate most punctuation-there is a
significant difference in paragraphing. Nicolay and Hay expand
the number of paragraphs to six, while the Lincoln Memorial
version adheres to the authorial four.
S. The most likely source for Nicolay and Hay's text would
appear to be that of the three-page press handout described
below. These editors did not scruple, however, at changing
Lincoln's spelling of "offence" and "offences," lowering the case
of his references to the deity, and, in their 1905 edition, changing Lincoln's "bondman's" to "bondsman's."
6. Roy P. Basler et al., The Collected Uflrks of Abraham Lincoln, 9
vols. (New Brunswick: Rutgers University Press, 1953),
8:332-33.
7. David C. Mearns and Lloyd A. Dunlop, Library of Congress
Press Release (8 February 1965), 3. For locating the press
release, I am greatly indebted to the detective work of Jeff
Flannery of the Library of Congress Manuscript Division. The
Florence letter can now be found in the Abraham Lincoln
Papers on the Library of Congress web site.
8. Ibid. The middle initial of Nicolay's name given in the story
is an error.
9. The Library of Congress has two copies of this rare leaflet. I
am grateful to Clark Evans of the Rare Book and Special
Collections Division for locating this item, and for other valuable assistance.
10. Quoted in Allen C. Guelzo, "Holland's Informants: The
Construction ofJosiah Holland's Life ofAbraham Lincoln," Journal
of the Abraham Lincoln Association 23 (1):46 (Winter 2002).
11. It also tells us that these changes-two words stricken and
replaced-were changes made after the manuscript had been
sent to the printer (see Fig. 2).
12. This document is now treated as part of the manuscript and
is housed with it in the vault in the Conservation Laboratory. It
can be seen, with the manuscript, on the Library's web site
under Presidential Inaugurations. For arranging access to the
manuscript, I am grateful to John R. Sellers of the ManUSCript

Division. For help in examining both documents and for providing access to records, I am much indebted to Maria Nugent
of the Conservation Laboratory.
13. Mearns and Dunlap, 2. "Cardboard" is perhaps misleading;
the paper on which the proof is pasted is somewhat stiff and
heavier than ordinary paper.
14. This description is from a dispatch dated 12 March 1865 and
is reprinted in Michael Burlingame, ed., Lincoln Observed: Civil
War Dispatches of Noah Brooks (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins Press,
1998),168.
15. This assumes that the galley proofs that served as Lincoln's
reading copy were retained and that a different set, with
Lincoln's corrections, was returned to the printer. It also
assumes, of course, that the printer invariably followed Lincoln's
corrections.
16. In addition, two of Lincoln's semi-colons were converted by
the printer to commas, but Lincoln restored both to their original status as semi-colons.
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17. This does not take into account a portion of the third paragraph that Lincoln copied out at the request of Amanda H. Hall
two weeks after delivery. See Collected Works, 8:367. Predictably,
it is not identical to the same passage in the three authoritative
versions discussed here. For prOViding a reproduction of the
Hall letter, I am indebted to Kim Bauer of the Illinois State
Historical Library.
18. In addition to the six new commas cited above, the differences between this text and the three-page handout include a
comma after "terrible war" that Lincoln restored to his text in
the handout but left out of the reading copy.
19. An annotated transcription of the reading copy is available on the Library of Congress web site: Abraham Lincoln
Papers at the Library of Congress, Manuscript Division
(Washington, D.C.: American Memory Project, [2000-2001]),
http://memory.loc.gov/ammem/alhtmllalhome.html,
accessed March 2002.
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Logan County Courthouse (reconstruction on original site), Postville, Illinois
Abraham lincoln represented clients before the Logan County Circuit Court in this
courthouse from 18..!O to 18..!7, as part of his travels on the EighthJudicial Circuit
Photo courtesy of the Papers of Abraham lincoln
http://www.papersofabrahamlincoln.org
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Building With Lincoln Logs
Transforming the Lincoln Legal Papers
Daniel W. Stowell

d

result, according to a recent review, is "extraordinary in every
sense of that much overused word."2 For twelve of the project's fifteen years, Dr. Cullom Davis was the director and
driving force. He transformed the project from a good idea
into a viable operation. Cullom retired as a professor from
the University of Illinois at Springfield in 1996, but continued as director of the Lincoln Legal Papers through the publication of the comprehensive electronic edition.
In January 2000, I became the director of the project,
stepping forward to fill Cullom's very large
shoes. At the same time, the project was moving from the preparation of a cutting-edge
comprehensive edition to a more traditional,
four-volume book edition. Over the past two
and one-half years, the editorial staff of the
Lincoln Legal Papers has successfully completed the transition and is on schedule to complete editorial work on the four volumes by
2005 for simultaneous publication in 2006.
What advice can we offer from this transition? What lessons did we learn? What mistakes did we make? What did we do that
worked? Three areas are particularly notable:
personnel, educational outreach, and project
support.
First, let me suggest that in any project
transition, the director must pay particular
attention to the morale of his or her most
important resource-the staff. At the end of the
very stressful period of final proofing and revision of our massive electronic edition, staff
morale was a bit low. We were trying to cross
the last "t" and dot the last "i" before sending
our material off to the University of Illinois
Press, but we had not yet had the satisfaction of
holding the completed product in our hands.
Substantial challenges lay ahead as we made
the transition to a different mode of thinking
and working together.
At our first meeting to discuss the selective
c. 1847
book edition on 9 December 1999, I laid out
Library of Congress
for the staff my vision to make the Lincoln
Prints and Photographs Division

he challenges of the past two and one-half years
for the staff of the Lincoln Legal Papers have
been daunting. First, we had to take a successful
project through the transition from one director to another
and from one form of publication to another. Then, in quick
succession, we began a larger initiative-the Papers of
Abraham Lincoln-of which the Lincoln Legal Papers
became a part.
The Lincoln Legal Papers began in 1985 as a five-year
project to locate and edit the surviving documentation from Abraham Lincoln's legal
career. Fifteen years later, the University of
Illinois Press published a comprehensive electronic edition on three DVD-ROM discs entitled The Law Practice of Abraham Lincoln:
Complete Documentary Edition. 1 This publication
provides electronic facsimiles of over 96,000
documents from more than 5,100 cases and
nearly five hundred non-litigation activities. A
database of more than three million pieces of
data provides extensive details about each case
and document. A custom-designed interface
allows users to search for specific cases and
documents using more than a dozen indexes,
including date, participant, venue, subject,
legal action, document type, author/signer,
and others. One-paragraph summaries for
each case provide an overview of the issues in
dispute and Lincoln's role in the case. The
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Legal Papers the fIrst part of a larger, comprehensive edition
of Lincoln's papers-the Papers of Abraham Lincoln. This
strategy of providing the long-term vision allowed the staff to
situate themselves and their work within the overall plan and
enter the new phase with renewed commitment. We also
began to hold short weekly staff meetings that afford everyone an opportunity to know where other staff members are
in their work, a process that has aided in breaking down
some of the compartmentalization of tasks that was common
in the final stages of work on the electronic edition.
In the Spring of 1999, I had the good fortune to be able
to teach a graduate-level course in documentary editing at
the University of Illinois at SpringfIeld. I used Mary:Jo
Kline's Guide to Documentary Editing and Michael Stevens and
Steven Burg's Editing Historical Documents handbook as my
basic texts, supplemented by various articles. Teaching that
course gave me a good opportunity to reflect on the process
of selection we faced and to draw on the collective wisdom
and experience of many different documentary editors and
editing projects. At the Lincoln Legal Papers, we had to
choose from a pool of over 5,100 cases some fifty or so that
would demonstrate the breadth, depth, and complexity of
Lincoln's legal practice, while also telling stories that readers
would find engaging. As we worked through this process, the
Complete Documentary Edition gave us unprecedented intellectual control over the corpus of Lincoln's legal papers, which
we could arrange and rearrange to examine from a variety of
perspectives. With a wealth of statistics about the legal papers
at our fmgertips, we were able to wrestle more effectively
with the tensions between faithfully replicating the ratios of
each type of case in Lincoln's practice on the one hand and
on the other presenting important, interesting, and representative cases that illustrated a broader array of cases and subject matter. Instead of fIlling two-and-a-half volumes with
debt cases (which would accurately represent the distribution
of cases in statistical terms), we chose the other course, but
always with our eyes on representing a numerically signifIcant segment of Lincoln's practice through each case presentation.
From the start, we viewed the selective book edition as an
introduction-a gateway-into the riches of the Complete
Documentary Edition. Although the interface of the Complete
Documentary Edition is easy to use and the documents are
deeply indexed, they are not transcribed but presented in
image form. For some users, the difficulty of reading nineteenth-century handwritten documents is daunting. Others
fmd the sheer volume of documents and cases overwhelming. The electronic form of the edition itself also discourages
some potential users from exploring the riches of the edition.
The publication of a four-volume selective edition will over-

come many of these difficulties. Presented in a familiar print
form with fully transcribed documents, the selective edition
will feature contextualization for each case and explanatory
annotation for each document. Behind each case will be
dozens of other cases like it in the Complete Documentary
Edition. For example, if the divorce case of Rogers v. Rogers in
the selective book edition interests readers, they can examine 144 more divorce cases from Lincoln's practice in the

Complete Documentary Edition.
From December 1999 to May 2000, the editorial staff
kept up a grueling schedule of meetings to design and implement a selection procedure with which we could all work
and which would yield the best combination of cases.
Through many hours of meetings, we discussed, debated,
and even argued. I am pleased to say, however, that over two
years later, we have had to make no signillcant alterations to
that original, tentative table of contents. I continue to assign
chosen cases to an individual editor, who takes responsibility
for that chapter. Each time, the individual editor conducts
initial research and returns to the group even more enthusiastic about the choices we have made. We have completed
over one third of the chapters already, and editors are at
work on six more. I have my own methods for determining
who assumes editorial responsibility for what chapter, a
secret I jealously though mirthfully guard. I do not assign
several case chapters to each individual because doing so
might dilute the editor's focus on the case before him or her.
Looking ahead to future cases and trying to conduct research
on several simultaneously would be distracting. Each editor
now focuses his or her complete attention on one case and is
responsible for selecting documents, transcribing documents,
conducting research, and writing the entire case presentation. Two other editors proof all document transcriptions
orally in the presence of the chapter editor, and the entire
editorial staff gives each editor input at three separate stages
during the preparation of the chapter.
As we have worked together over the past three years, we
have developed renewed appreciation for the specialties and
talents each editor brings to our collective decision-making.
Staff morale is high, and each editor has a strong sense of
how she or he is contributing to the project's progress and
success. The recent publication of fIve very positive reviews
of the Complete Documentary Edition has only strengthened our
pride in our work.
A second lesson we learned was that when a project
issues a major publication like The Law Practice of Abraham
Lincoln: Complete Documentary Edition, it must make sure that
the public knows that, although an important phase is completed, the project is still underway. There was a widespread
assumption, even among some of our closest sup-
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porters, that the project ended with the pUblication of our
DVD-ROM edition. The project staff had to combat this perception for some six months after the transition period. In a
similar fashion, we had to explain very carefully why we
were publishing a selective book edition after completing a
comprehensive electronic edition. Here, the project's quarterly newsletter, sent to some 3,300 friends of the project,
was an invaluable asset. It provided us with an opportunity
to remind supporters and other interested parties that we are
still at work and are producing a complementary publication
for a broader audience over the next several years.
A third and related lesson we learned during our transition concerned what might be called the secondary products
of an editing project: curriculum materials, donor premiums,
newsletters, and the project web site. Our experience suggests that these components of the project, far from being
either a distraction or a luxury, actually play an important
role in providing continuity during a time of transition. By
building on the past achievements of the Lincoln Legal
Papers, we were able to issue curriculum materials and donor
premiums that visibly made an important statement: the
Lincoln Legal Papers was still underway.
The Abraham Lincoln Association contributed funding
to the project to allow us to make available curriculum materials based on documents from Abraham Lincoln's legal
career. Working with curriculum specialists from Illinois
State University, we identified six areas of antebellum history
in which documents from Lincoln's legal career could provide useful teaching materials. Our editorial staff selected
potential documents in each of these areas, and the curriculum specialists developed lesson plans using two or three
documents for each plan. After having the plans peerreviewed, we published them to our web site in February
2001 as "The Lincoln Legal Papers Curriculum:
Understanding Illinois Social History Through Documents
from the Law Practice of Abraham Lincoln, 1836-1861"
(www.papersofabrahamlincoln.orgllLP_Curriculum_Onlinelrtm).
Building on the success of the online lesson plans, we
sought and received a grant from the Illinois Bar Foundation
to prepare and publish a curriculum magazine, modeled on
the Organization of American Historians' Magazine ofHistory.
We commissioned six historians-Michael Grossberg, R.
Douglas Hurt, Nicole Etcheson, Stewart Winger, David
Blanke, and John E. ClarkJr.-from a variety of specialties to
write historical essays that would be paired with abbreviated
versions of each of the lesson plans. Assistant Editor Dennis
Suttles condensed each of the lesson plans for presentation in
the printed magazine. In addition to these essays, Assistant
Editor Susan Krause and I prepared a lesson plan based on
three Illinois courthouses in which Lincoln practiced. This
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lesson plan is patterned after the National Trust for Historic
Preservation's "Teaching With Historic Places" guidelines.
The finished product, From Courtroom to Classroom: The
Lincoln Legal Papers Curriculum,· is a 96-page magazine with
illustrations from the collections of the Illinois State
Historical Library. The Il1inois Bar Foundation grant enabled
us to print 6,000 copies of the magazine and to distribute
over 4,100 copies to history teachers throughout Illinois. In
addition, we made the entire publication available online in
Portable Document Format (.pdf) on our web site
(http://www . pap e rs 0 fabr ah amlincoln. 0 rg/
from_courtroom_to_classroom).
In addition to creating curriculum materials and making
them broadly available, we have made an extra effort to
inSure that the premium that we provide to donors of $100
or more is as attractive as possible. In the fall of 2000,
Assistant Editor Susan Krause prepared From Log Cabins to
Temples ofjustice: Courthouses in Lincoln ~ Illinois as the donor
premium. This attractive, 80-page booklet provides photographs of each of the central Illinois courthouses and law
offices in which Lincoln practiced law, together with a short
narrative description of the building and a summary of a case
in which Lincoln participated there. This premium has generated some donations outright and assured other donors
that we are still producing important and interesting materials. This premium even became the fIrst to become the subject of a review in a professional joumal!3
As a companion to From Log Cabins to Temples ofjustice,
Susan Krause last year produced judging Lincoln: The Bench in
Lincoln~ Illinois. This 72-page booklet offers biographical
sketches of twenty-nine state and federal judges who rendered verdicts in Lincoln's cases. Many were members of the
Il1inois Supreme Court, but others were state circuit court
judges, federal district and circuit court judges in Illinois, and
even a few justices of the United States Supreme Court. Each
two-page spread provides a photograph or a portrait of the
judge or justice, the courts in which he presided, a briefbiography, and a summary of a Lincoln case in which the judge
rendered a verdict or crafted the majority opinion.
To assist us in spreading the word that the project is still
going strong and still needs the support of its friends, we
redesigned both the quarterly newsletter and the project's
web site. Assistant Editor Stacy McDermott developed a new
design for the masthead of the newsletter, and we chose a different, more attractive paper and decided to use brown ink
to give the newsletter an antique look. Stacy McDermott also
initiated a major facelift of our web site, adding features and
making the entire site look better and more professional. We
also changed the URL to make it easier to remember and
locate (www.lincolnlegalpapers.org). All of these changes

took thought and time, but the statistics from our web site
counter and the positive comments we have received on the
new look of the newsletter indicate that the effort was worthwhile.
In the midst of this transition from a comprehensive electronic edition to a selective book edition, the staff and I
began an even larger and more complicated transformation
by launching the Papers of Abraham Lincoln. In the planning stages for over two years, this new initiative is now
underway and has begun to produce results. The Lincoln
Legal Papers will serve as Series I of the larger three-series
project. Series II is the Illinois Papers, and Series III is the
Presidential Papers.
Again, we have learned lessons that may be informative
to other projects. Three stand out. First, we have learned that
scholars can be both our greatest advocates and our most
persistent critics. Anyone who has been an editor for more
than a year or two has probably experienced a fate similar to
mine when I describe my work to friends from graduate
school or to other professional colleagues. In a conversation
about transcribing nineteenth-century documents, one such
scholar, a bright young legal historian, said to me only half
jokingly, "Don't you just have to copy it down?" Happily,
some scholars, like Bruce Cole, the new director of the
National Endowment for the Humanities (NEH), view editions as "one of the agency's crowning glories" and "among
the most important and long-lasting contributions the NEH
can make to the advancement of the humanities and to the
understanding of our past and present." The fme editorial
board for the Papers of Abraham Lincoln, which includes
documentary editors, Lincoln scholars, and nineteenth-century historians, shares Cole's appreciation for well-founded
and well-crafted documentary editions.
Unfortunately, too many scholars find our attention to
the details of texts curious at best and a waste of time and
resources at worst. These scholars have little patience with
documentary editions that take more than a few years to
complete, from conceptualization to publication. Eager to
use the results of a new edition in their own ongoing research
projects, they insist that the search can be done quickly, that
transcriptions need be only approximate, that careful proofing is unnecessary, that contextual annotation is a luxury that
can be added later if at all, and that the ability to publish
electronically has reduced the time required to complete an
edition to a small fraction of that formerly needed. In the
case of Abraham Lincoln, such scholars have even launched
an editing project of their own.
The Internet has only fueled such scholars' impatience.
Believing that the Internet is a panacea for creating documentary editions, they show little interest in the intellectual

rigor in editions for which the Model Editions Partnership
and the ADE's Committee on Electronic Standards have
called. The illusion of quick returns on investments has also
lured some substantial donors to expect their contributions
to create editions of great scope and complexity in very short
order. The Internet does enhance editors' ability to search for
documents, conduct research, and publish editions, but it
does not, and cannot, substitute for the application of an editor's knowledge, skill, and experience to a text. That portion
of the editing process, that heart of what we do, stubbornly
remains a time-consuming, but essential and rewarding, task.
A second and related lesson pertains to lay boards of supporters and advisers. Support from such groups of devotees
of one's subject can breathe life into a documentary editing
project. They can contribute funds directly and suggest and
attract other sources for funding as well. Although wellmeaning, enthusiastic, and intelligent people, they, too, have
little patience for the theoretical foundations and practical
intricacies of documentary editing. Discussions of editorial
policy, with its focus on selection, transcription, annotation,
and presentation, leave them confused or bored or both. Yet
they do respond to scholars with whom they are personally
familiar, even if those scholars do not share an appreciation
of the difficulties and complexities of documentary editing.
Such board members are also attuned to issues of form and
symbolism. They enthusiastically welcome polished newsletters, donor premiums, a well-designed web site, and they are
good gauges both of a project's public image and of the public reception an edition is likely to receive. For these reasons,
the relationship with such boards is both quite important and
particularly challenging.
A third lesson is perhaps more practical and obvious. In
any such transformation as this one, it remains important to
pay attention to staff morale and to provide project members
with significant milestones as the identity of the project
changes. For example, although the transformation from the
Lincoln Legal Papers to the larger Papers of Abraham
Lincoln had been ongoing since December 1999, we took
the simple step of changing the way we answer the phones
on 1 October 2001. Now, when you call our offices, the staff
secretary will answer the phone, "Papers of Abraham
Lincoln." This change and a variety of other small changes
offer the project's staff clear markers of the transformation
and of their place within it. With the assistance of a private
donation, we contracted with a local design firm to prepare
a logo for the Papers of Abraham Lincoln that we could
incorporate into our stationery and the masthead of a new
newsletter, the Lincoln Editor. This quarterly publication, also
designed by Assistant Editor Stacy McDermott, informs
friends of the project about our progress on Series II and III.
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Likewise, a second web site (www.papersofabrahamlincoln.org) allows us to reach a broader public with information about the Papers of Abraham Lincoln while we maintain
our Lincoln Legal Papers web site as well for those familiar
with it In these transitions, we have had to be particularly
careful to keep the Lincoln Legal Papers somewhat distinct
from the Papers of Abraham Lincoln, as some of the cosponsors and funders of the former have not yet endorsed or supported the latter. However, the primary sponsor-the Illinois
Historic Preservation Agency-enthusiastically endorses this
new initiative, especially as it relates to the mission and programs of the new Abraham Lincoln Presidential Library and
Museum, now under construction in Springfield.
I would like to offer one final note of explanation for why
these transitions have gone as smoothly as they have. Cullom
Davis, my predecessor as director of the Lincoln Legal
Papers, made his personal transition from director and editor
to consulting editor with style and grace, and he allowed me
the room to test my own ideas. However, he was always
ready with an attentive ear or a word of encouragement if I
needed it. In the larger transition that has made the Lincoln
Legal Papers a part of the Papers of Abraham Lincoln,
Cullom has been a most enthusiastic and vocal advocate of
the wisdom and integrity of the project as we have designed
and implemented it.
In these transitions I have frequently considered one of
my children's simple toys. For Christmas 2000, my wife and
I bought our then twenty-one-month-old son Benjamin a set
of Special Edition Lincoln Logs. Like the original Lincoln
Logs of more than eighty years ago, these were made entirely
of wood. As Lincoln Logs regained some of their popularity
in the 1970s, the company that owned them issued sets first
with plastic gables and plastic chimneys, then with roofs
formed entirely from plastic. Some competitors even issued
imitation sets with plastic logs. Now, many families, including ours, are returning to the sturdy originals. As you might
guess, the sets made entirely from wood cost a bit more, but
from our perspective they are worth it. You see, Benjamin's
grandchildren will be able to play with those Lincoln Logs.
They will withstand years of rough play and years of storage
between his teenage years and the years when he has his own
children. Each dent and scratch only adds to the character of
. the wood.
As the director of the Papers of Abraham Lincoln, I draw
inspiration from those original Lincoln Logs. Long after the
Tinker Toys have broken and the plastic "Happy Meal" toys
are inhabiting landfills, the simple, sturdy Lincoln Logs will
still endure. The Papers of Abraham Lincoln seeks a similar
longevity. Long after the fleeting editions designed for today
only, or this year only, or for the next few years, have faded
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from memory, the Papers of Abraham Lincoln will provide
Benjamin's children with authoritative texts from the life of
Abraham Lincoln. It will cost more and take longer, but in
the end, doing less is not worthy of either our craft or our
subject.

1. Martha Brenner and Cullom Davis et al., eds., The Law
Practice ofAbraham Lincoln: Complete Documentary Edition, 3 DVDROMs (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 2000).
2. Stephen Walch, review of The Law Practice ofAbraham Lincoln:
Complete Documentary Edition, in Journal of Illinois History 4
(2001):168.
3. Wayne C. Temple, review of From Log Cabins to Temples of
Justice: Courthouses in Lincoln's Illinois, in The Lincoln Herald, forthcoming.

Associate Editor
Harriet Jacobs Papers Project
The HarrietJacobs Papers Project at Pace University in New
York City announces an opening for a full-time Associate
Editor. Requirements include an advanced degree in a relevant field (such as American or Mrican American history or
literature); strong computer skills; strong writing and research
skills; and experience in documentary editing.
The Jacobs Papers, under the general editorship ofJean Fagan
Yellin, will be a two-volume edition of apprOximately 600
documents by and about the 19th-century author, abolitionist,
and reformer Harriet Jacobs (1813-97), best known as the
fugitive slave who wrote Incidents in the Life of a Slave Girl.
The edition is under contract with the University of North
Carolina Press. The Associate Editor's responsibilities will
include participation in all aspects of preparing the text,
including the drafting of textual notes and textual introduction; conducting final proofreadings of transcriptions; supervising (with the Editor-in-Chief) the researching and drafting
of annotation; supervising the indexing process; supervising a
senior research assistant; and supervising and helping to train
student research assistants.
This is a grant-funded, two-year, full-time position with benefits and will begin summer 2002. Please send letter of interest
and qualifications, c.v., and names of three references to
Joseph M. Thomas, Pace University, 41 Park Row, 16th floor,
New York, NY 10038. Review of applications will begin
immediately.

REVIEW

Papa Dearest
William C. diGiacomantonio
Dear Papa, Dear Charley: 17ze Papers of Charles Carroll of Carrollton,
7748-7782. Edited by Ronald Hoffman, Sally D. Mason, and
Eleanor S. Darcy. Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press,
for the Omohundro Institute of Early American History and
Culture, Williamsburg, Va., 2001. lv, 1,651 pp. $100 (cloth; 3 vols.),
ISBN 0-8078-2649-9.
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prolific Irish Catholic family, only two generations
old in America, is ruled by a stern patriarch who
dedicates his sizable fortune (earned through a traffic of questionable ethics) to furthering his dynastic ambitions for a son
who subsequently becomes a United
States Senator from a state that
begins with the letter "M" .... If you
thought you knew where this was
going, think again. The father/son
team in question is Charles Carroll
of Annapolis and Charles Carroll of
Carrollton, who-to adopt only one
of the several useful editorial devices
utilized in Dear Papa, Dear Charleywill be referred to hereafter as CCA
and CCC, respectively.
Dear Papa, Dear Charley is subtitled The Peregrinations of a

Daniel Defoe, Henry Fielding, and other notables of
England's ''Augustan Age." In the case of Dear Papa, Dear
Charley, such a literary conceit is equally appropriate-not
because of its prurient marketing value but because, simply,
it does not lie.
Dear Papa, Dear Charley is rife with all that its title claims.
Long on bastardy (although short on romance), and titillating
with so much else besides, the three volumes of selected letters break down into eight chapters arranged chronologically, but conveniently clustered around certain main
themes. The themes and
important background information are discussed in excellent brief essays introducing
each chapter.
Chapter One covers CCC's
childhood and adolescence as a
student of the Jesuits in France,
from 1748 to 1759. Writing in
1756, after eight years of separation, CCA reminds his eighteen-year-old only child that

Initius sapientite timor Domini

{1:33)-"the beginning of wisdom is fear of the Lord." Had
he substituted the biological
Revolutionary Aristocrat, as told by
father for the celestial one,
Charles Carroll of Carrollton and his
CCA could not have hit upon a
Father, Charles Carroll of Annapolis,
more authentic tone for a corwith Sundry Observations on Bastardy,
respondence that might with
Child-rearing, Romance, Matrimony,
equal aptness have been pubCommerce, Tobacco, Slavery, and the
lished under the title Papa
Politics of Revolutionary America. The Thomas Sully, Charles Carroll of Carrollton, c. 1834, oil on canvas Dearest (with apologies to Joan
flamboyant title aggressively elbows
Crawford).
Cowtesy Maryland Commission on Aritistic Property of the
itself into the literary tradition of
Unlike CCC's teachers and
Maryland State Archives, MSA SC 1545·1114
peers, we are not at all "surpriz'd to see so much good sense in a child of his age" (1:11)
Willi am C. diG i a com ant 0 n i 0 is an
when we read, eight pages later, how the father carefully
associate editor of The Documentary History of the First
copied every one of his letters into a notebook that he threatFederal Congress, 7789-7797, of The George Washington
University. He is also book review editor for Washington
ened to produce upon the son's return, as "undeniable
History, the biennial journal of the Historical Society of
Testimonies of my Attention to your Welfare and a cons[tant]
Washington, D.C. Besides congressional history, he has
Reproach to you for not correspondg on your part to that
published on the histories of antislavery and American
attention" (1:19). Parental "guilt trips" are as old as Adam.
Quakerism.
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What gives added terror to CCA's sermons is the fact that
CCC was born out of wedlock, and the letters from home
constantly kept that fact fresh in CCC's adolescent mind.
How such blackmailing affected the boy's sense of gravilas can never be fully known from the distance of 250 years,
but his letters leave little to the imagination. He is aware of
the accounting and reckons himself, at times, not worth the
expense (compared, for example, to "a good lusty strong
nigro" costing his father one-fourth CCC's annual room and
board at school [1:95]). Such self-effacement in a young adult
may be commendable. But there is a dark desperation to
these hints of teenage inadequacy, which a father's lOving
words were rarely spared to alleviate. The threat of lifelong
bastardization did not end until 1757, when copies of CCA
and Elizabeth Brooke's marriage bans were mailed to CCC
in Paris.
Was exiling CCC for so long and at such a fragile age part
of CCA's plan to hold his son's independence hostage? "You
are my only support my almost only friend in Maryland"
(1:224), CCC writes CCA after learning of his mother's
death. The pleasant anticipation of returning to his native
land after spending the seventeen most formative years of his
life abroad was not unmingled with a dread of alienating the
only surviving human connection with his past. (Elizabeth
Brooke Carroll's death in 1761 prompted CCC to ask his
father a question bound to mystify the reader: "Pray Let me
know my Mama's age & my own" [1:213]. Was CCC so timorous on the subject of his origins as not even to inquire
about his birth date before reaching the age of twenty-four?
Or was CCA so controlling as never to reveal it before then?)
Admittedly, CCA speaks not only with fatherly concern
but often with good sense, especially when it concerns a subject about which the son is confessedly out of his element:
women. That and other matters of consequence to a man on
the rise are the focus of Chapter Two, "Young Manhood,
1759-1764." With fatherly foresight, CCA urges CCC to
study the law at London's Inns of Court. CCC questions the
practicality of such an ordeal: as a Catholic, he would not be
able to take the oaths necessary to practice at the bar. But
CCA leveraged his customary shame-baiting (replying to
CCC in his own hand because, he said, he is too embarrassed to have his clerk know of his son's whining), and CCC
. did not return to Maryland before acquiring the respectable
attributes of a "gentleman lawyer," just as many of the
lawyers of his generation claimed to be "gentleman farmers."
Surely, CCA's best reason for spurring CCC on was the
recognition that safeguarding his son's patrimony would
always be a matter of legal savvy, "especially as A Roman
Catholick stands but a Poor Chance for Justice with Our
Juries in Particular" (1:225). That offhanded comment
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sounds an important (if not very prevalent) theme in these
volumes: the Carrolls as prominent defenders-perhaps the
most prominent defenders-of Catholics' civil rights in colonial America. The elder Carroll always professed his readiness to abandon the second-largest fortune in the colony in
order to find a refuge from malice and envy. He played with
the idea of settling in Catholic Louisiana. One of the innumerable Carroll cousins took another route: he converted to
Protestantism, but still sent his children to St. Omers and
heard mass in his home-approaching as closely as anything
in colonial America the "Cryptojews" of Torquemada's
Spain.
The pressure to renounce it only underscores the
Carrolls' bona fide Catholicism. CCA's letters testify to a
rebellious pride in his religious identity, while a "remembrance of all the wrongs we have unjustly suffered" (1:140)
once roused CCC to repeat Dido's prayer for an avenging
angel. And yet, at other times, their professions betray all the
businesslike and unsentimental characteristics of a dead faith.
(On the eve of CCC's return from Europe, CCA asks him
matter-of-factly to "bring with you a convenient Cruciftx to
be put into the hands of a dying person" [1:331]). The turbulent career of the Jesuits during this period receives hardly
any mention at all. From the Order's systematic expulsion
from the nations of Europe beginning in 1759 to its eventual
suppression in 1773, both father and son remain surprisingly
neutral-notwithstanding that it was "the heaviest blow which
papal prestige had received since the Reformation," that several of CCC's earliest friends and mentors were Jesuits, and
that his own cousin John Carroll was the most important
renegade Jesuit in America.
Perhaps CCC's most intellectually honest confession of
faith lies within his explanation to William Graves as to why
he does not embrace the majority's religion, since all religions are equally "absurd":
The one I have been brought up in is still more
absurd-granted-What then do you advise me
to? To quit a false religion & to adopt one
equally false, & this merely to humour the prejudices of fools, or to be on a footing with
Knaves. I have too much Sincerity & too much
pride to do either, even if my filial love did not
restrain me.
He concludes in words expressive of one of the most
enduring legacies of the Founding generation (even if today
it is honored more in the breach): "1 am a warm friend to
Toleration, I execrate the intollerating spirit of the Church of
Rome, and of other Churches-for she is not singular in that"
(2:725-26).
In addition to CCC's education and his star-crossed bid

for romance, domestic economy is another important theme
to emerge in Dear Papa, Dear Charley. One type of document
stands out as particularly evocative: CCC's ''Accounts of
Expenses," compiled annually between 1757 and 1762.
Graduates of the NHPRC's "Camp Edit" in Madison,
Wisconsin, may detect more than a passing resemblance
between these documents and Woody Allen's "Metterling
Lists." By satirizing the antic editing of Hans Metterling's
laundry lists (published by "Venal & Sons"), Allen shows how
the documentary historian's craft could be played out to truly
absurd lengths. But the camp counselors' effort to inject a little self-deprecating drollery into the curriculum contains a
mixed message. For, what reader of Documentary Editing
would not, deep down, thrill to know how much so-and-so
spent for a lottery ticket, or lost at tennis, or gave to a beggar
on the street? As evidence of how scrupulously CCC charted
his expenses, at the end of 1761 his account showed a balance
of only £5, out of an annual budget of £300 (I :248). For historians of eighteenth-century Chesapeake plantation culture,
CCA's 1762 inventory of Doohoregan Manor is a prize of
equivalent worth (1:294-302).
Chapter Three, covering -the first three years of CCC's
repatriation in Maryland, includes an interesting case study
of the dilemma editors occasionally face in the selection
process for an ambitious documentary edition such as Dear
Papa, Dear Charley. "A Fragment of a Letter by CCC to
Unknown" is a particularly virulent expression of anti-imperial fervor, especially considering its early date (30
September 1765). CCC's political musings throughout the
Stamp Act crisis and in the ensuing decade generally focus
on legal and constitutional arguments about Parliament's
power of taxation. But there are no refined political exegeses
in the "fragment." Indeed, the document is anomalous on
many counts.
Its author treasonously declares that Parliament's
enforcement of the Stamp Act would require a military campaign as aggressive as it would be futile: 20,000 could not
"ram it down our throats" {1:381)-even if England's Crippled
economy could support the cost. In the meanwhile,
America's own population would grow, and "the rapid
increase of manufactures surpasses the expectations of the
most sanguine American" (1:381). A letter dated six months
after the "fragment" is not nearly as inflammatory, although
CCC could have confided such sentiments with impunity,
since it was addressed to a sympathetic American friend then
living in England. In short, the "fragment's" foreshadowing
of America's "Rising Glory" movement seems, for CCC in
1765, as exceptional as it was prophetic.
Unfortunately for the editor, the "fragment's" exceptionalism within the Carroll corpus-the same factor that makes

including it so imperative-also makes ruling on its authenticity more difficult. It would make much more sense if it
proved to be apocryphal, perhaps a version of what some
nineteenth-century Carroll descendent thought CCC should
have written. Its provenance might also raise doubts about its
authenticity: its only known source is an 1874 number of
Appleton'sJourna~ which the Library of Congress describes as
a publication generally given to· the arts, literature, and
"travel sketches." None of these considerations is intended to
dislodge the "fragment's" inclusion among the Carroll
Papers; no one is more qualified to rule on its authenticity
than Ronald Hoffman and his associates. The hypothesis is
offered, rather, in the interest of showing some of the problems that attend the identification, attribution, and inclusion
of texts in a selected edition of two-hundred-year-old letters.
Chapter Four, "Marriage & Business, 1769-1772," shows
CCC assuming more and more direction as a full-fledged
partner in the family business. As a student in Europe he was
only "Charles Carroll." In 1761 he even refers to himself as
Charles Carroll, Junior (1:242). Not until his return to
Maryland does he adopt the distinctive epithet that makes
his name almost instantly recognizable among the roster of
Founding Fathers. He has become finally his own Charles
Carroll. And although "Charley" and "Papa" were the names
by which they continued to address each other until the latter's death, by 1769 CCC's letters to CCA are like those of a
peer. Some are even downright preachy, especially where
business matters are concerned.
"Your Son is a most flaming Patriot, and a red hot
Politician," declared (with ambivalent homage) Daniel of St.
Thomas Jenifer to CCA in March 1773. Like CCC, things
heat up in Chapter Five, "Provincial Politics, 1773-1775." The
letters in this chapter coincide with CCC's bursting onto the
public stage with the publication of his anti-administration
"First Citizen" essays. CCA's letters show an equally high
degree of political sophistication, proving that the apple didn't fall far from the tree. One of the editors' theses is that the
elder actually surpassed the younger as a political operative,
bending his powers of persuasion to the task of galvanizing
an alliance of the colony's Revolutionary leaders around his
son as a nucleus.
Tracing the embryOnic growth of a complex "popular
party" needs more documentation than the scope of Dear
Papa, Dear Charley permits. But the complete story is impossible without these volumes. One must turn to some excellent secondary literature to link the letters in a way that
documentary editions alone cannot always hope to aspire to.
In this case we have the editors' own Princes ofIreland, Planters
of Maryland: A Carroll Saga, 1500-1782 (Chapel
Hill, N.C., 2000), which won the Southern Historical
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Association's 2001 Frank L. and Harriet C. Owsley award for
a distinguished book in Southern history.
Two historical truisms are loudly affirmed in the chapter
"Provincial Politics." First, the Revolutionary movement was
forged on an anvil of colonial politics of purely local-not
imperial-significance. And, second, there was a revolution in
each of the colonies before there was an American
Revolution. Knowing this, the reader will not be surprised,
for example, to fmd no reference to the Boston Tea Party in
either Carrolls' writings from 1773 to 1774, although CCC is
clearly in the forefront of the shift towards a "continental"
perspective: "From Boston to Georgia inclusive the colonies
are united and act as one man [ ... ] Boston is considered by
every colony as suffering in the common cause" (2:727),
CCC wrote in August 1774. One month later, he mysteriously appears in Philadelphia while the First Continental
Congress is in secret session. His letters indicate that, in his
case, the Maryland delegation suspended the rule imposing
secrecy. But he felt enjoined from entrusting what he knew to
the public mail, and instead discreetly promises his father,
"When I see you, I shall be able to give you a full account of
their deliberations" (2:737). The documentary record falls
prey to the tete-a-tete.
These volumes reveal the (literal) nuts and bolts of
America's nascent economic self-reliance by documenting
the Carrolls' management of their futh share in the Baltimore
County Ironworks. Numerous letters and annotation (especially 2:708-10) provide excellent descriptions of this important industry and its free and slave labor. Another unique
document adds bones and sinews to the Non-Importation
Association of 1774. An invoice to the Carrolls' London
agents dated just three months before Lexington and
Concord lists thirteen pages of goods to be purchased-from
tools to medicine to child's apparel-"unless All the Acts
mentioned by the continental Congress as unjust and oppressive [ ... ] should be Repealed" (2:771). When magnified by
thousands of other households and mercantile firms throughout the colonies, the invoice suggests in a particularly riveting way how much disengagement from Britain's global
economy incurred real costs to real people.
By using the plural form, "Wars for Independence,"
Chapter Six calls attention to CCC's newly independent sta. tus not only as an American (free from Great Britain) but as
a Catholic (newly enfranchised) and a son (acting now as the
guardian of the father), as well as a business and political
leader. In this latter role, CCC joined with an elite coalition
in endorsing legislation onerous to them personally but necessary to forestall a more radical social and economic revolution, and so to save their class. It is a classic application of
Lampedusa's Axiom that "sometimes things must change in
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order that they remain the same." This important development seems to take a backseat to CCC's eyewitness coverage
of more exciting, mostly military, events playing out on the
national stage. It is during this period that CCC embarks on
his famously disappointing diplomatic mission to Canada
with Ben Franklin and cousinJohn Carroll, Sj., serves on the
Board of War, and signs the Declaration ofIndependence (a
Pantheon-earning gesture that CCC never once mentions in
his letters!).
The remaining two chapters, "The Home Front" and
"Final Battles," detail the conflicts fracturing Maryland's ruling coalition, as well as diminishments in CCC's personal
life, concluding with the death of his father and confidant on
30 May 1782, and of his wife ten days later. Molly Carroll's
fatal addiction to laudanum proves addictive reading as well.
CCC's numerous, candid, and helpless references to his
wife's condition remind us that eighteenth-century drug
addictions among the upper classes were every way as compulsive and debilitating as their twentieth-century counterparts, but without the benefit of Betty Ford clinics.
Professionals and general readers alike would be lost at
sea without editions like Dear Papa, Dear Charley. Secondary
sources might provide a compass to help point them to the
farther shores of historical knowledge, but their ship would
lack oars and a sail to get them there. Singing the praises of
well-edited correspondence volumes in the pages of
Documentary Editing is like preaching to the choir. But any
objective review would omit the most critical component of
criticism if it neglected to acknowledge outright a fundamental prejudice in favor of the intrinsic value of publishing correspondence.
Such documents do not pretend to the ontological neatness (or hubris) of secondary sources. Unshackled from the
inevitability of historical development, the reader is left to
carouse in contingency, advancing step by step, much as the
correspondents themselves. To be always at the edge of history means to be always alert to the variety of turns it might
have taken. It means being suddenly surprised, for example,
by CCC's prediction in May 1776 that "if this war continues,
and [Benedict] Arnold should not be taken off pretty early,
he will tum out a great man" (2:902). Unfortunately, it also
means being uniquely sensitive to the excruciating burden of
eighteenth-century long-distance communication. It took
three months for news of Elizabeth Carroll's death to reach
CCC in Europe. In reading the four letters he wrote home
during the interval, we are compelled to empathize with the
bereaved father's pain because of the son's blissful ignorance.
As a documentary history, Dear Papa, Dear Charley exemplifies the best that the genre has to offer. It is to be doubted
whether any letterpress edition begun and concluded in the

"electronic age" can claim to be a "standard edition," especially for a corpus as ample as that left by the Carrolls, pere et
fils. But, because the selection emphasizes the correspondence between two such prolific and intimate confidants, the
volumes stake a fair claim to being as comprehensive as any
treatment of the "Charles Carroll of Carrollton Papers" can
hope to be. It assuredly surpasses any previous "life and letters" edition, not only for exhausting seemingly bottomless
wells of material from which to select, but for presenting that
material according to high modern standards of editorial
practice.
The volumes' approximately 700 documents are culled
primarily from several Carroll family collections at the
Maryland Historical Society, most notably the Carroll Papers
(MS 206). By comparison, there are 1,023 letters in the 1985
microfilm edition of The Charles Carroll of Carrollton
Papers . . . Located at the Maryland Historical Society that
cover the same period (from CCC's first letters until CCA's
death). The editors' selection spans four categories, or "tiers"
of documents: letters between CCC and CCA; familyrelated non-correspondence (Metterling's laundry lists);
father or son's correspondence with other individuals; and
official or published writings involving father or son's political activities. The third tier offers the most latitude for the
editors' subjectivity. Their selection seems to have been in
the interest of providing samples of their authors' thoughts
and activities, and few historians will take exception.
Less consistent, perhaps, are certain omissions from the
fourth tier of writings of a more public nature. CCC's "First
Citizen" letters are presumably omitted because they are
already well-enough known and circulated. But the same
notoriety does not apply to CCC's essay signed ''A Senator,"
on the confiscation bill of 1780. Nor is it clear how those
political writings are substantively different from the dueling
letters between CCC and Samuel Chase published in (and
for) the Maryland Gazette in 1781. Even if no versions of the
"First Citizen" or "Senator" letters exist within any of the
Carroll manuscript collections (which seems unlikely), that
alone hardly justifies omitting them from a "Papers" collection that is the editors' invention anyway, as opposed to a
collection deliberately assembled and preserved by Carroll
himself. On the other hand, it is refreshing to fmd all the
selected letters printed in their entirety, including enclosures
(except for printed items, e.g., newspapers). That is a luxury
for any letterpress edition, especially a selective edition.
Annotation and transcription generally follow standard
practice, although there are a few lapses from the bottom-line
goal of providing as much information about the original
document as possible, in as reader-friendly a manner as possible. The only seriously disappointing feature of the vol-

umes' otherwise excellent and thoughtful armotation is the
marmer of identifying individuals within the documents.
Footnotes provide full identification and biographical information about individuals the first time a reference to them
appears. But, after that, there is nothing to confirm whether
"Cousin John" isJohn Carroll, Sj., a different John Carroll,
or, indeed, some other John altogether, unless one turns to
the index and finds a page number corresponding to the reference's location. With so many identical namesakes (hence
the ubiquitous epithets among the Carrolls), perhaps it would
not be sufficiently useful to supply the individual's full name
in the text whenever it appears.
Concerning transcription, the "Editorial Method"
explains that bracketed insertions denote restored or conjectural material, including "text inadvertently omitted by the
author, illegibly written, or unintelligibly spelled" (p. li). I
had to reread this explanation when I came across a reference to "[the Prison] of Boston." (Readers will forgive me for
not citing a page number: I neglected to note it when I jotted
the phrase down, and it is one of several "Boston" references
not appearing in the index.) I was interested in knowing why
it was in brackets, considering that it is such an important
qualifier. It seems unlikely that the phrase "the Prison" was
unintelligibly spelled in the original. (By the way, it would
seem from editors' corrections according to the Editorial
Method that CCC's spelling was rarely sloppy-a fact that
only makes some of the corrections seem more pedantic than
necessary, such as providing the correct spelling of "sovereing" when the context is clear.) It seems only slightly less
unlikely that "the Prison" was illegibly written in the original.
Whether or not either of those was the case, isn't it an emendation of an altogether different order than conjecturing a
presumably omitted phrase? Editors may get around this
problem by selecting a different type of brackets or by supplying the emended text in italics, depending on the type of
material being inserted.
The index is superb. The editors do not neglect the little
features easily overlooked, but of immense aid to the user,
such as listing variant spellings or nicknames for individuals
and boldfacing citations to their biographies. Nor do the editors neglect the more sophisticated techniques behind good
indexing. Larger main entries are broken down into intelligible subentries, intelligibly phrased. And the content-appropriately like the content of the documents themselves-is
expansive, articulate, and inventive. Entries include almost
every feature of eighteenth-century life and thought that
might be of interest to historians, whether lay or professional,
such as individual crops, medicine, and even weather.
The index's treatment of slavery deserves special mention, because it is part of an overall approach that leaves his-
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torians of this critical subject with an insunnountable debt of
gratitude to the editors. Slaves are indexed by name, and
noted as such in parentheses, along with birth dates when
possible. The Papers of George Washington follows the same
format. The Papers of Henry Laurens, to show an alternate format, indexes all slaves under "Slave names" -less respectful
perhaps to the spirit of the individuals, but, ironically, more
useful to the reader who can't be bothered to scan an entire
index for distinct names.
Another important contribution to Mrican-American history is Appendix III: Slave Inventories. Presumably the
"Papers" of all American slave owners include such documents, but editors of documentary editions have to recognize
them as valuable before making the conscious decision to
publish them. Among comparable documentary editions,
only The Papers of George Washington: Retirement Series does so.
Both editions list names, places employed, consanguinity,
and ages, when possible. (Washington's list of dower slaves'
ages is understandably less complete than his punctilous

accounting of his own property.) In addition to this invaluable tool, the editorial apparatus includes nearly the entire
forest of Carroll family trees (eleven, to be exact), book lists,
a chronology, fine illustrations, relevant maps (both original
and period reproductions), and comprehensive bibliographic
citations.
Dear Papa, Dear Charley will take its rightful place next to
the documentary editions of the Bartlett, Adams, Uvingston,
Franklin, Rush, Drinker, Washington, Jefferson, Madison,
Mason, Marshall, and Laurens Papers. What those volumes
do for New Hampshire, Massachusetts, New Jersey,
Pennsylvania, Virginia, and South Carolina, Dear Papa, Dear
Charley does-and, in many categories, does better-for the
Chesapeake region. It deserves pride of place on the growing shelf of editions that contribute to the documentary
legacy of America's Revolutionary Era. And we anxiously
expect the planned continuation of the series to accomplish
the same for the period of the Early Republic.

Francis Blackwell Mayer, Annapolis in 7750, c. 1876, oil on canvas
Cowtesy Maryland Commission on Aritistic Property of the Maryland State Archives, MSA SC -!680-1O'()064
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Dear Carlo, Dear Langston
An Epistolary Friendship
Christopher C. De Santis
discrimination that made him, even as a child, all too aware
of the compromised ideals of the nation he loved. Recalling
the Fourth of July speeches that celebrated "liberty and justice, freedom and democracy" which he heard as a boy,
mong the most prolific of American writers,
Hughes "knew they did not apply to me because I could not
Langston Hughes-referred to at various times as
even buy an ice cream soda at the comer drug store where
both the "Poet Low-Rate of Harlem" and the
my mother bought the family soap. I could not go to the
"Dean of Black Letters"-gained international attention and
movies in Lawrence, Kansas, because there was a sign up:
COLORED NOT ADMITTED."!
acclaim in nearly every genre of writing,
including poetry, the short story, drama,
Despite the formidable hurdle of an
the novel, history, autobiography, jourever-present color line, Hughes prosnalistic prose, children's and adolescent
pered as a writer. His professional writliterature, the libretto, and song lyriCS.
ing career spanned almost five
Born in Joplin, Missouri, on 1 February
decades, taking him from Harlem, the
place he considered home, to Mexico,
1902 and raised mainly by his maternal
grandmother, Hughes grew to maturity
Spain, France, Cuba, Africa, and
Soviet Central Asia, among other
with a deep awareness of the AfricanR[M!l:M S E R ME TO HARL EM
American struggle for equality in a nation
places. Deeply committed to an
't':l,r,
bent on maintaining a racially divided
American democracy that,
in his
l
i? t-.;
social order. Hughes's memories of childown lifetime, never quite delivered in
hood were peopled with heroes and heroactuality what it promised in theory,
ines of African America. His grandfather,
Hughes nevertheless dedicated his life
Charles Langston, had been tried in 1858
to capturing in print the triumphs,
for protecting a fugitive slave; another reldreams and frustrations of workingative died with John Brown at Harpers
class black people everywhere, always
Ferry. Hughes's grandmother, Mary
retaining the youthful hope that "We
Langston, ensured that the boy was well
have tomorrow / Bright before us /
versed on the lives and exploits of people
Like a flame."2 This early vision was
such as Nat Turner, Frederick Douglass,
both an act of defiance and a call to
Book Cover
Ida B. Wells Barnett, Mary White
action. On the one hand, Hughes
Ovington, and W. E. B. Du Bois, among others. Equally vivid
defied a nation that sought to keep the African-American
in Hughes's memories were the painful incidents of racial
community in perpetual bondage through legal segregation
and the fostering of racial prejudice. On the other hand, he
challenged black artists to cultivate the rich culture of the
Christopher C. De Santis is Associate Professor of
American and Mrican-American literature at Illinois State
African-American community in music, paintings, sculpUniversity. His recent editions include:Langston Hughes and the
tures, poems, and fiction. By 1967, the year of his death,
Chicago Defender: Essays on Race, Politics, and Culture, 7942-62
Hughes had attained the status of a true ambassador of the
(Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1995); The Collected Works
arts and spokesperson for oppressed people worldwide.
of Langston Hughes (Columbia: University of Missouri Press),
Forty-six years after stepping foot in Harlem for the first
Volume 10: Fight for Freedom and Other Writings on Civil Rights
time, he could look back proudly on a career that was high(2001) and Volume 9: Essays on Art, Race, Politics, and World
lighted by fellowships from the Guggenheim Foundation and
Affairs (2002 ).

Rememher Me to Harlem: The Letters ofLangston Hughes and Carl Uzn
VCchten. Edited by Emily Bernard New York: Alfred A Knop~ 2001.
x+356 pp. $30.00 (cloth), ISBN 0-67945-113-7.
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the Rosenwald Fund, first prizes in literary competitions
sponsored by Opportunity magazine and the Poetry Society of
America, the coveted Spingam Medal, and honorary doctorates from Lincoln, Howard, and Western Reserve universities. Perhaps more important than these many honors,
Hughes could also look back secure in the knowledge that, in
addition to writing, his was a career dedicated to the ideals of
democracy and committed to activism and social reform.
A good deal of scholarship over the past thirty years has
been devoted to Hughes's life and writings, particularly to his
poetry and fiction and to his status as one of the leading figures of the Harlem Renaissance. In time for his hundredth
birthday in 2002, the University of Missouri Press is completing publication of The Collected ltOrks ofLangston Hughes, a
seventeen-volume collection that will ensure wide access to
most of Hughes's writings for generations to come.
Nevertheless, there is one genre in Hughes's vast oeuvre-the
personal letter-that has gone largely unnoticed. Hughes was
an avid letter writer, generating thousands of pages of epistolary prose over the course of his career. In 1980 Charles
Nichols brought together the letters of Hughes and Ama
Bontemps, Hughes's close friend and a fellow writer, in the
Arna Bontemps-Langston Hughes Letters, 7925-7967 (New York:
Dodd, Mead & Company), but the bulk of Hughes'S epistolary writings has remained unpublished and, with the exception of a relatively small group of scholars using them for
various critical and biographical projects, unread. The publication of Emily Bernard's edition, Remember Me to Harlem:

The Letters ofLangston Hughes and Carll-an vechten, 7925-7964,
is thus a cause for celebration among Hughes's many admirers. Useful to scholars seeking a better understanding of the
complex relationship between Hughes and Van Vechten, the
edition will also appeal to general readers for what it reveals
about the everyday life of a beloved African-American writer
and the close friendship he cultivated with a white patron of
the arts whose name, according to Bernard, "became synonymous with white exploitation of black culture" (xv).
In an attempt to fairly represent the epistolary friendship
between Hughes and Van Vechten-a Midwesterner by birth
who received some acclaim for his writing and photography
but whose most persistent legacy has been the unfortunately
titled novel of Harlem life in the 1920s, Nigger HeavenBernard faced the onerous task of choosing for inclusion in
the volume a fraction of the nearly one thousand five hundred letters exchanged by the two men over the course of a
relationship that spanned almost forty years. While her principles of selection were admittedly basic-"The letters I have
chosen were selected both for their liveliness and for the stories they tell" (xxix)-they resulted in a collection of writings
which, like much of Hughes's other nonfictional prose, belie
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the deceptively simple nature of his verses through a profoundly broad and intellectually engaging understanding of
twentieth-century American culture and world affairs.
Whether responding to Van Vechten's sharp criticism of his
revolutionary socialist poetry of the 1930s or chronicling for
his friend a road trip through the South with Zora Neale
Hurston, the letters included in Remember Me to Harlem retain
the same literary traits that endeared Hughes in the 1920s to
the African-American community and later to a broad, international readership: clear, unaffected language; imagery that
vividly depicts the lifestyles and concerns of common, working-class people; subtle, witty, yet sharply pointed commentary on the oppression of African-Americans by racism,
prejudice, andJim Crow laws; and finally an enormous generosity of spirit that encompassed all people, and through
which his prolific body of work has survived and continues
to have a profound impact on students and scholars of
African-American culture.
In addition to broadening our understanding of Hughes
as a major figure in American literature, Remember Me to
Harlem presents a portrait of a complex, interracial friendship
that challenges easy assumptions about the role of white
patronage in the African-American artistic communities. Van
Vechten has often been represented as a shallow dilettante, a
dabbler in the arts who "took up" African-American culture
on a lark when black writers and Harlem enjoyed a brief
vogue during the 1920s. Such a representation is not without
some truth. Van Vechten's letters to Hughes read at times like
the record of a paternalistic white man desperately seeking
approval from his protege, as when, for example, Van
Vechten thanks Hughes in 1927 for defending Nigger Heaven
in the Pittsburgh Courier. "Thanks for your paper (thanks a lot
for what you say about me) which I think is superb. The situation is easy to explain: You and I are the only colored people who really love niggers" (46). Remember Me to Harlem
makes clear, however, that Van Vechten's commitment both
to Hughes's professional career and to the preservation of the
papers and manuscripts of other African-American writers
was a sincere, lifelong gesture. The letters provide a fascinating record of the instances in which Van Vechten facilitated
the publication of Hughes's writings by introdUCing the
young writer to some of the most important people in the
publishing industry. Moreover, they serve as a progressive
chronicle of the development of the James Weldon Johnson
Memorial Collection of American Negro Arts and Letters at
Yale University, which Van Vechten established in 1941
through the donation of his own collection of AfricanAmerican books, manuscripts, letters, and music. Van
Vechten's foresight ensured that editions such as Remember Me
to Harlem-the bulk of which is composed of letters housed

in the James Weldon Johnson Memorial Collection-would

be possible.

Remember Me to Harlem marks a significant contribution to
African-American literary studies and stands as an excellent
model for future editions of the works of Hughes and Van
Vechten. Bernard contributes to the important record of
African-American art and culture with these letters for which
she prOvides a brief but helpful contextual introduction and
head notes and annotations that explain references to people and events that may be unfamiliar to general readers.
The result is a book that admirably manages the difficult task
of appealing both to scholarly and popular audiences.

1. Langston Hughes, Fight For Freedom: The Story ofthe NAACP (New
York: w.w. Norton & Company, 1962), 203-4.
2. Langston Hughes, "Poem," Grisis 28 (August 1924), 163.
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Recent Editions
Compiled by Kevin J. Martin

This quarterly bibliography of current documentary editions published on subjects in the fields of American
and British history, literature, and culture is generally restricted to scholarly first editions of English language
works. To have publications included in future lists, please send press materials or full bibliographic citations to
Johanna Resler, Managing Editor, Documentary Editing, IUPUI, Cavanaugh Hall 207, 425 University Boulevard,
Indianapolis, Indiana 46202-5104. Or email: jeresler@iupui.edu.
ALDER, JONATHAN. A History ofJonathan Alder: His
CaPtivity and Life with the Indians. Edited by Larry L.
Nelson. Akron: University of Akron Press, 2002. 215
pp. $34.95. ISBN 1884836801. Extensive first person
account from Ohio's pioneer and settlement eras. Work spans
half a century, beginning with the author's capture at age nine in
1782.
ANDREWS, ELIZA FRANCES. Journal of a Georgia
Woman, 1870-1872. Edited by S. Kittrell Rushing.
Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 2002. 208
pp. $25. ISBN 1572331712.Journal of an aristocratic woman
(1840-1931) who went on to become a journalist, writer, teacher,
and world-renowned botanist. Also included in this volume are
six of Andrews's magazine and newspaper articles that appeared
in the national press around the time she was keeping this journal.
BIERCE, AMBROSE. Phantoms of a Blood-Stained

Period: The Complete Civil War Writings of Ambrose
Bierce. Edited by Russell Duncan and David J.
Klooster. Amherst: University of Massachusetts
Press,
2002.
328
pp.
$60/$19.95.
ISBN
1558493271/9328X. Gathers for the first time in one volume
all of the author's writings about the Civil War.
BIERCE, AMBROSE.
The Unabridged Devil's
Dictionary. Edited by David E. Schultz and S. T.Joshi.
Athens: University of Georgia Press, 2001. 440 pp.
$19.95. ISBN 082032401. Annotated edition of Bierce's collection of 1,600 definitions of everyday life. Includes detailed
bibliographic information for every entry.
BLUCHER, MARIA VON. Maria von BlUcher's Corpus

Christi: Letters from

the South

Texas Frontier,

1849-1879. Edited by Bruce S. Cheeseman. College
Station: Texas A&M University Press, 2002. 352 pp.
$29.95. ISBN 158544135X. Letters written by a German
bride in Corpus Christi, Texas, that begins in 1849 and spans
three decades. Details the struggles to establish a home in a frontier settlement and offers a woman's perspective of pioneer life.
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CHESNUT, MARY BOYKIN. noo Novels by Mary
by
Elisabeth
Muhlenfeld.
Chesnut. Edited
Charlottesville: University Press of Virginia, 2002.
256 pp. $29.50. ISBN 0813920582. Previously unpublished
works by the widely recognized Civil War diarist (1823-86). The
Captain and the Colonel and Two lears-or The ltlzy ~ Lived Then
are the fictionalized accounts of women's experiences in the
mid-nineteenth-century South.
CHESNUTT, CHARLES W. An Exemplary Citizen:
Letters of Charles W. Chesnutt, 1906-1932. Edited by
Jesse S. Crisler, Robert C. Leitz III, and Joseph R.
McElrath Jr. Stanford: Stanford University Press,
2002. 368 pp. $60. ISBN 0804745080. Collection ofletters
written between 1906 and 1932 by the novelist and civil rights
activist (1858-1932).
CLARK, WILLIAM. Dear Brother: Letters of William
Clark toJonathan Clark. Edited by JamesJ. Holmberg.
New Haven: Yale University Press, 2002. 352 pp. $35.
ISBN 03000090102. Forty-five letters by the American
explorer (1770-1838) to his older brother,Jonathan. Collection
includes six letters written while Clark was a member of the
Corps of Discovery.
CLARKE, MARCUS. His Natural Life. Edited by
Lurline Stuart. St. Lucia, Australia: University of
Queensland Press, 2001. 686 pp. $175. ISBN
0702231762. Based on the 1874 edition of the classic Australian
novel that eliminates the hundreds of changes made by a publisher's editor in 1875.
DAVIS, REBECCA HARDING. Rebecca Harding
Davis: Writing Cultural Autobiography. Edited by
Janice Milner Lasseter and Sharon M. Harris.
Nashville: Vanderbilt University Press, 2002. 232 pp.
$39.951$19.95. ISBN 0826513549/13840. The American
writer and journalist's 1904 memoir and previously unpublished
family history she wrote for her children.

DODGSON, CHARLES LUTWIDGE. The Political

Pamphlets and Letters of Charles Lutwidge Dodgson and
Related Pieces: A Mathematical Approach, Volume 3 of
The Pamphlets of Lewis Carroll. Edited by Francine F.
Abeles. Charlottesville University Press of Virginia,
2002. 280 pp. $70. ISBN 0930326148. The third of a
planned six volumes collecting the work of Charles L. Dodgson
(1832-98), better known as Lewis Carroll, author of Alice in
Wonderland. This collection contains Dodgson's publications
relating to political subjects-mainly his work on voting theory.
HAWTHORNE, NATHANIEL. Selected Letters of
by Joel Myerson.
Columbus: Ohio State University Press, 2002. 264 pp.
$651$21.95. ISBN 0814208975150939. First-ever selected
edition of Hawthorne's letters. Collection includes 169 personal
letters and eight written while he was an American consul.

Nathaniel Hawthorne. Edited

HEARN, LAFCADIO. Lafcadio Hearn's America:
Ethnographic Sketches and Editorials. Edited by Simon
J. Bronner. Lexington: University Press of Kentucky,
2002. 242 pp. $35. ISBN 0813122295. Collection of essays
by the Irish-born writer (1850-1904) that chronicle the diverse
urban life of Cincinnati and New Orleans.
HUGHES, LANGSTON. The Collected Works of
Langston Hughes. Volume 8: The Later Simple Stories.
Edited by Donna Akiba Sullivan Harper. Columbia:
University of Missouri Press, 2002. 384 pp. $34.95.
ISBN 0826214096. Returns to print Hughes's third and fourth
Simple collections, Simple Stakes a Claim and Simple's Uncle Sam.
Collection also includes material Hughes did not include in the
original publications.
HUGHES, LANGSTON. The Collected Works of
Langston Hughes. Volume 9: Essays on Art, Race, Politics,
and World Affairs. Edited by Christopher C. De
Santis. Columbia: University of Missouri Press, 2002.
632 pp. $49.95. ISBN 0826213944. Collection of essays
and short non-fiction in which Hughes addresses contributions
made by African-Americans to literature, music, film, and theater. He also chronicles the immense difficulties black artists
faced in gaining recognition, fair enumeration, and professional
advancement.
HUGHES, LANGSTON. The Collected Works of
Langston Hughes. Volume 12: Works for Children and
YOung Adults: Biographies. Edited by Steven C. Tracy.
Columbia: University of Missouri Press, 2001. 336 pp.
$29.95. ISBN 0826213723. Collection of adolescent litera-

ture includes Famous American Negroes, Famous Negro Music Makers,
and Famous Negro Heroes ofAmerica. Also includes dramatic biographies of Crispus Attucks, Frederick Douglass, Jackie
Robinson, and MahaliaJackson.
JEFFERSON, THOMAS. jefferson onjefferson. Edited
by Paul M. Zall. Lexington: University Press of
Kentucky, 2002. 216 pp. $25. ISBN 081312235X.
Combination ofJefferson's unfinished autobiography with other
manuscript material providing new inSights into the statesman's
life.
THOMAS. The Papers of Thomas
jefferson: Volume 29: March 1796 to December 1797.

JEFFERSON,

Edited by Barbara B. Oberg. Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 2002. 752 pp. $124. ISBN
0691090432. Volume twenty-nine covers Jefferson's loss to
John Adams in the presidential election of 1796 and the beginning of his term as vice president.
LIEBER, FRANCIS. Like a Sponge Thrown into Water:
Francis Lieber's European Traveljournal of 1844-1845.
Edited by Charles R. Mack and Ilona S. Mack.
Columbia: University of South Carolina Press, 2002.
128 pp. $18.95. ISBN 1570034478. Journal of a Germanborn teacher and political scientist (1800-1872) records meetings
with Alexis de Tocqueville, the Duke of Wellington, and King
Frederick Wilhelm N of Prussia. Entries also reveal the author's
appreciation for art, music, and theater as well as his interest in
judicial penal reform and belief in the concept of nationhood.
LEISLER, JACOB. The Leisler Papers, 1689-1691.
Edited by Peter R. Christoph. Syracuse: Syracuse
University Press, 2002. 656 pp. $90. ISBN
081562820X. Files of the provincial secretary of New York
relating to the administration of Lieutenant Governor Leisler.
Published as a part of the New York Historical Manuscripts
series.
LEWIS, MERIWETHER and WILLIAM CLARK. The

journals of the Lewis and Clark Expedition, Volume 13:
Comprehensive Index. Edited by Gary E. Moulton.
Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 2001. 174 pp.
$75. ISBN 0803229429. Comprehensive index for the previous twelve volumes of journals.
MONROE, JAMES. A Comprehensive Catalogue of the

Correspondence and Papers of james Monroe. Two
Volumes. Edited by Daniel Preston. Westport:
Greenwood

Press,

2001.

1080

pp.

$220. ISBN
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0313314268. Two-volume catalogue provides an item-by-item
list of Monroe's papers. Each entry contains the names of the
correspondents or author, the date and place of writing (if
given), a precis of contents, a list of names mentioned, physical
description of each item, any enclosures, repository and reference to any published copies.
MOON, LOTTIE. Send the Light: Letters from Lottie
Moon. Edited by Keith Harper. Macon: Mercer
University Press, 2002. 500 pp. $55. ISBN
0865547400. Collection of correspondence from the Southern
Baptist missionary (1840-1912).

reception in Australia and the English-speaking world at large,
and the story of its textual evolution.
SINGH, AMAR. Reversing the Gaze: Amar Singh's

Diary, A Colonial Subject's Narrative of Imperial India.
Edited by Susanne Hoeber Rudolph, Lloyd I.
Rudolph, and Mohan Singh Kanota. Boulder:
Westview Press, 2002. 633 pp. $40. ISBN 0813336260.
Edition that focuses on the first eight years of a diary kept by a
Rajput nobleman who chronicled his experiences under British
colonialism from 1898 to 1942.
CHARLOTTE. The Collected Letters of
Charlotte Smith. Edited by Judith Phillips Stanton.

SMITH,
MOORE, CLARENCE BLOOMFIELD. The Tennessee,

Green, and Lower Ohio Rivers Expeditions of Clarence
Bloomfield Moore. Edited by Richard R. Polhemus.
Tuscaloosa: University of Alabama Press, 2002. 392
pp. $49.95. ISBN 0817310185. The eighth volume of the
Classics in Southeastern Archeology series presents material
from the American archeologist's northernmost expeditions
conducted in the early 1900s.

Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 2001. 768pp.
$49.95. ISBN 0253340128. Despite the diligence of her family in destroying much of the late poets unpublished work, about
430 of Smith's letters survive in libraries, archives, and private
collections. This collection publishes much of that material for
the first time, covering the period from 1784 to 1806.
SMITH, WILLIAM MERVALE. Swamp Doctor: The

NASH, JOHN. The Essential John Nash. Edited by
Harold W. Kuhn and SylVia Nasar. Princeton:
Princeton University Press, 2001. 224 pp. $29.95.
ISBN 0691095272. Includes nine of the Nobel Prize winner in
economics most influential papers. Includes commentary by
text editor and longtime Nash friend, Harold Kuhn, and an
afterword by John Nash.

Diary of a Union Surgeon in the Virginia and North
Carolina Marshes. Edited by Thomas P. Lowry M.D.
Mechanicsburg: Stackpole Books, 2001. 256 pp.
$26.95. ISBN 081171537X. Diary of a Civil War surgeon of
the 85th New York Volunteer Infantry covering the period from
June 1862 to May 1863.
SPRINGER, FRANCIS. The Preacher's Tale: The Civil

NELSON, GEORGE. My First :tears in the Fur Trade:
The Journals of 1802-1804. Edited by Laura Peers and
Theresa Schenck. Montreal, Canada: McGill-Queen's
University Press, 2002. 192pp. $44.95. ISBN
0773523782. Early journals of a fur trade clerk in the Northwest
Territory. Text offers insights on the culture and customs of the
Ojibwa people and the North American fur trade.
RAWLINGS, MARJORIE KINNAN. Blood of My
Blood. Edited by Anne Blythe Meriwether.
Gainesville: University Press of Florida, 2002. 192
pp. $24.95. ISBN 0813024439. The previously unpublished
novel by the Pulitzer Prize-winning author of The Yearling
(1896-1953).
RICHARDSON, HENRY HANDEl. The Getting of
Wisdom. Edited by Clive Probyn and Bruce Steele.
St. Lucia, Australia: University of Queensland Press,
2001. 282 pp. $175. ISBN 0702231789. Critical edition of
the Australian novel contains an account of its writing, critical
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War Journal of Rev. Francis Springer, Chaplain, U.S.
Army of the Frontier. Edited by William Furry.
Fayetteville: University of Arkansas Press, 2001.
224pp. $34.95. ISBN 1557287031. Civil War journal of
Union Army chaplain. In addition to the journal, the text also
includes newspaper articles written by Springer for the Fort
Smith New Era, the last letters of two executed rebel soldiers, previously unpublished photographs, and Springer's eulogy for
Abraham Lincoln.
STERNE, LAURENCE. A Sentimental Journey and

Continuation of the Bramine's Journal: Volume VI of the
Florida Edition of the Works of Laurence Sterne. Edited
by Melvyn New and W. G. Day. Gainesville:
University Press of Florida, 2002. 432 pp. $65. ISBN
0813017718. Sixth volume of English novelist and humorist
Laurence Sterne's (1713-68) works containing two texts from the
last year of his life.

TAFT, WILLIAM HOWARD. The Collected Works of

William Howard Taft: Presidential Addresses and State
Papers. Volume 3. Edited by David H. Burton. Athens:
Ohio University Press, 2002. 504 pp. $59.95. ISBN
0821414046. Third volume of the writings of the American
president and United States Supreme Court chief justice documents his single term-1909-1913-as United States president.
CIVIL WAR. North Carolina Civil War
Documentary. Edited by W. Buck Yearns and John G.

U.S.

Barrett. Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina
Press, 2002. 381 pp. $18.95. ISBN 0807853585. Through
diaries, newspapers, letters, and other primary sources the collection chronicles the Civil War experiences of North Carolinians
from the secession crisis to the Confederate surrender.
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE. Foreign Relations of
the United States, 1961-1963, Volume XXV: Organization

of Foreign Policy; Information Policy; United Nations;
ScientifiC Matters. Edited by Paul Classen.
Washington D.C.: United States Government
Printing Office, 2001. 1195 pp. $64. ISBN 0160508851.
Final volume in a sub-series of volumes which document the
most important issues in the foreign policy of PresidentJohn F.
Kennedy's administration.
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE. Foreign Relations of
the United States, 1969-1976, Volume III: Foreign
Economic Policy, 1969-1972; International Monetary
Policy. Edited by Bruce F. Duncombe. Washington
D.C.: United States Government Printing Office,
2001. 702 pp. $54. ISBN 0160508843. The fIrst volume
published in a sub-series of volumes which document the most
important issues in the foreign policy of President Richard M.
Nixon's administration.

writings by the English naturalist and pioneer evolutionist
{1823-1913} who researched biological diversity through extensive exploration and travel.
WASHINGTON, GEORGE. The Papers of George
Washington. Revolutionary War Series. Volume 12:
October-December 1777. Edited by Frank E. Grizzard
Jr. and David R. Hoth. Charlottesville: University
Press of Virginia, 2002. 778 pp. $70. ISBN
0813920779. Volume twelve of Washington's papers covering
the months of October to December 1777. Documents
Washington's unsuccessful effort to capitalize on the American
victory at Saratoga and his decision to encamp the Continental
Army for the winter at Valley Forge.
WHITE,
KATHARINE
S.
and
ELIZABETH
LAWRENCE. Two Gardeners: A Friendship in Letters.
Edited by Emily Herring Wilson. Boston: Beacon
Press, 2002. 256 pp. $25. ISBN 0807085588. Collection
of correspondence between New Ytirker editor Katharine S.
White and southern garden writer Elizabeth Lawrence covering
the period from 1958 to 1977.
WOMEN. A Letter to My Love: Love Poems by Women
First Published in the Barbados Gazette, 1731-1737.
Edited by Bill Overton. Newark: University of
Delaware Press, 2001. 160 pp. $32.50. ISBN
0874137462. Critical edition of forty-one poems published in
one of the Caribbean's earliest newspapers.

]\Vo Gardeners

ERIC. The Collected Works of Eric
Voegelin, Volume 13: Selected Book Reviews. Edited by

VOEGELIN,

Jodi Cockerill and Barry Cooper. Columbia:
University of Missouri Press, 2002. 232 pp. $34.95.
ISBN 0826213650. A selection of book reviews from the
German-born political philosopher that reveal his wider intellectual concerns. Collection consists of works from the 1920s to
the 1950s.
WALLACE, ALFRED RUSSEL. The Alfred Russel

Wallace Reader: A Selection of Writings from the Field.
Edited by Jane R. Camerini. Baltimore: Johns
Hopkins
University
Press,
2002.
248pp.
$42.50/$18.95. ISBN 0801867819/67894. Collection of
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2002 Annual Meeting
Washington, D.C., Friday, 1 November, through Sunday, 3 November
Please plan to attend an exciting meeting in our nation's capital. The meeting will include a discussion of the future of
scholarly editing, an afternoon and evening at Mount Vernon, and some very exciting sessions.
The conference will be held at the Hotel Washington, 515 15th Street, right across from the White House. The room
rate, single or double, is $135, and early reservations are strongly recommended. The hotel phone numbers are 202638-5900; 800-424-9540. Be sure to ask for the ADE rate.
Friday morning will be an open session to which we have invited archivists, librarians, academic historians, government historians,
and representatives of federal agencies, historical societies, foundations, and other interested groups. We will begin with a welcome
from ADE President Mary:Jo Kline and an introdu!:tion by Charles T.Cullen, ADE representative to the NHPRC. Discussion topics and leaders are:
Reaching new audiences: Carol Faulkner, Beth Luey
Using new media: Cathy Moran Hajo, Kenneth M. Price
Planning new editions: Susan Holbrook Perdue,Joel Myerson
Friday afternoon will begin with a bus trip to Mount Vernon, where we will have guided tours of the grounds, followed by a session
in which three speakers will discuss the use of editions in preserving, restoring, and interpreting historical houses and grounds.
Chaired by Philander D. Chase, the panel will consist of:
Dennis Pogue, Mount Vernon
Bill Beiswanger, Monticello
Travis McDonald, Poplar Forest
On Saturday morning the speaker at The Breakfast will be Bruce Cole, Chair of the National Endowment for the Humanities.
Saturday and Sunday will feature the annual banquet and reception, the business meeting, and the following panels:
Annotation
Chair: Barbara Oberg, Papers ofThomasJeffirson
Ann D. Gordon, Stanton and Anthony Papers
James L. W. West III, Cambridge Edition of
F. Scott Fitzgerald

Publishers' Panel
Chair: Kenneth M. Price, l#llt J1ihitman Hypertext Archive
Greg Britton, Minnesota Historical Society Press
Mick Gusinde-Duffy, Electronic Imprint, University
Press of Virginia
MichaelJensen, National Academy Press

Blazing 'fra.ils: Scholarship beyond the Edition by Editors
Chair: Conrad E. Wright, Massachusetts Historical Society
Charles F. Hobson,John Marshall Papers
William M. Ferraro, Ulysses S. Grant Association
Carol DeBoer-Langworthy, ModernistJournals Project
Editing Oral Materials
Susan E. Gray, Arizona State University
Clayborne Carson, Martin Luther King,Jr. Papers
The Past Is Prologue: When an Edition Is Completed
Chair: Ray Smock, Robert C. Byrd Center
for Legislative Studies
David R Chesnutt, Papers ofHenry Laurens/Model
Editions Partnership
Daun R van Ee, Library of Congress
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Resources for the Future
Chair: Catherine Kunce, Sarah Helen J1ihitman Papers
Allida Black, Eleanor Roosevelt Papers
John P. Kaminski, Documentary History of the
Ratification of the Constitution
Ann Clifford Newhall, National Historical Publications
and Records Commission
Registration materials will be available in the fall, but please put
the meeting on your calendar now and plan to join us.
Charlene Bickford and Leslie S. Rowiand
Co-Chairs, Local Arrangements Committee
Beth Luey
Chair, Program Committee

ADE Committees 2001-2002
President:

Mary~o

Kline

President-elect: Beth Luey
Secretary: James P. McClure

Treasurer: Gary E. Moulton
Director of Publications: Beverly Wilson Palmer
Councillors-at-Large: Esther Katz, Harriet F. Simon,
Thomas A. Mason

Jo Ann Boydston Prize

Meetings

Benjamin F. Fisher, chair
Peter L. Shillings burg
Marta Werner

Philander D. Chase, chair
William M. Ferraro; Mary Hackett
Christine S. Patrick; Thomas A. Mason

Lyman H. Butterfield Award

Membership

Dorothy Twohig, chair
Helen R. Deese; Conrad E. Wright

Susan Holbrook Perdue, chair
Jesse S. Crisler; Sharon M. McElrath
L. Terry Oggel

Education and Information
Ronald A. Bosco, chair
Mary A. Gallagher; Thomas E. Jeffrey
J on Kukla; Michael E. Stevens

Nominating
Richard Leffler, chair
Jesse Crisler; Robert Rosenberg
Celeste Walker; Elizabeth Hall Witherell

Electronic Standards
Cathy Moran Hajo, chair
Ronald A. Bosco; David Chesnutt
Carol DeBoer-Langworthy; Elizabeth H. Dow
Larry Hickman; Albert C. Lewis
Joseph R. McElrath Jr., ex officio; Joel Myerson
Susan Holbrook Perdue; Christopher A. Schnell
Daniel W. Stowell

Federal Policy
Charlene Bickford, chair
Theresa M. Collins; Ann D. Gordon
Stanley N. Katz; Barbara Oberg
Leslie S. Rowland; Charles T. Cullen, ex officio
Ira Berlin, ex officio

Finance
Gary E. Moulton, chair
William M. Ferraro; Elaine W. Pascu

Program
Beth Luey, chair
Catherine Kunce; Elaine W. Pascu
Kenneth M. Price; Michael Stevens

Publications
Beverly Wilson Palmer, chair
James Karman; Martha]. King
Catherine Kunce; Robert C. Leitz III
Jennifer Shea; Daniel W. Stowell
Marianne S. Wokeck, ex officio

Web Site
Robert Rosenberg, chair
Kathleen W. Dorman; John P. Kaminski
Kenneth M. Price; Kenneth H. Williams
Esther Katz, ex officio

Other Officials
Local Arrangements
Charlene Bickford and Leslie S. Rowland, cochairs
Roger Bruns; Dennis Conrad
Kathleen W. Dorman; Mary A. Giunta
R. F. Karachuk

Charles T. Cullen, Association representative to the
National Historical Publications and Records
Commission (NHPRC)
Frank E. GrizzardJr., webmaster, Association web site
Richard Leffler, Association archivist

